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LONDON, NOVEMBER 12, 1881. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Court or APrzaL at Westminster commenced its sittings 
on Thursday. 





WE BELIEVE that the orders made in the Chancery Division 
during the last Long Vacation exceeded by about 200 those made 
during any previous vacation. 





THE MEETING of the members of the Incorporated Law 
Society, to consider the report of the Legal Procedure Committee, 
is fixed for the 18th inst., at two o’clock. 





WE PRINT ELSEWHERE a list of seventy-five causes which are 
to be transferred from the list of Mr. Justice Currry to that of 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon. Twelve of these causes have already 
been transferred to Mr. Justice Kay for the purposes of trial or 
hearing only, and when heard they will remain in the cause-book 
of Vice-Chancellor Bacon for all other purposes. 





Mr. WorstennHotmeE having retired from the field, we have 
now the pleasure of welcoming into our columns Mr. F. 8. 
REIxy, his coadjutor in the drafting of the Conveyancing Act, 
who this week takes up the cudgels in defence of the measure. 
We again leave our readers to judge whether our criticisms 
have been successfully impugned. Mr. Reriiy’s reputation is 
sufficiently high to make us suspect that if he had remained 
silent the public would have thought him capable of making a 
better defence. We may add that we notice with pleasure the 
more courteous tone which now marks the communications of the 
framers of the Act. 





THERE ARE 8YMPToMs that the report of the Procedure Com- 
mittee will not be adopted in its entirety by the Rule Committee 
of judges. Ina case of Karl De La Warr vy. Miles, of which a 
report will be found in another column, a question was raised 
before the Court of Appeal on Wednesday, as to the allowance on 
taxation of the costs of copies of a shorthand writer’s notes of 
evidence. In the course of the argument reference was made by 
counsel to the recommendation contained in the recent report of 
the Procedure Committee of the appointment of an official short- 
hand writer in each court, which he characterized as a “ suggested 
improvement.’ The Master of the Rolls thereupon expressed a 
doubt whether this alteration would be any improvement. Our 
readers may remember that, in commenting upon this suggestion 
(25 Soxrcrrors’ JourNaL, 894), we said that, “ although it is more 
than probable that a. very considerable revenue might be derived 
from the employment of official shorthand writers remunerated in 
the manner here sketched out, it appears that the result of such 
employment will be to impose an additional burden on litigants.” 
We are glad to find that our view seems to be, to some extent, 
indorsed by the high authority of the Master of the Rolls. 





SomE Trmz Aco in the Divorce Court a lodging-house keeper 
was called to prove the identity of a co-respondent, by means of 
a photograph, and after carefully examining the picture, she 
declared her opinion in the following peculiar — 
“TI have no doubt it is him, and it isn’t like him.” Sir 





James Hawnen thereupon remarked that he “had often had 
occasion to observe on the unsatisfactory character of proof 
by photographs, and never acted on it alone.” In a case 
recently decided by Vice-Chancellor Bacon, that learned judge 
made some observations on the extreme caution necessary in receiy- 
ing as evidence even photographs of buildings, which, one would sup- 
pose, do not vary greatly in expression. Although, he said, no 
blame attached to any party, or to the witness who produced a 
photograph of certain buildings to which the case related, yet 
that photograph, if unaccompanied by other evidence, would, in 
the opinion of the learned judge, have seriously misled the court. 
There was no fraud in that case, but the reason for the warn- 
ing becomes more obvious when we remember that there are modes 
of manipulating the process of printing so as, by means of the 
combination of two or more negatives, to produce a totally different 
effect from that presented by the object taken. | Practitioners 
should be careful not to place too much reliance on this kind of 
evidence. 





In THE course of his summing-up in the Lerroy trial, Lord 
CoLERIDGE pointedly expressed his disapproval of the practice, 
sanctioned by the late Lord Chief Justice, of counsel for the 
defence repeating in his speech statements made by the prisoner. 
The history of the practice is a little singular. More than forty 
years ago, in the trial of a man called BurcHer (the case is 
reported: R. v. Butcher, 2 Moo. & Rob. 228) the late Lord 
Chief Justice, then at the bar, in his address to the jury, 
was stating the prisoner’s account of what had taken place, 
when he was interrupted by Mr. Justice Conzamper, who 
refused to allow the prisoner’s counsel to state to the 
jury facts which he had heard from the prisoner, but 
which he was not in a position to prove. Two years ago, in a 
trial before the late Lord Chief Justice, counsel for the pri 
happened to use the time-honoured phrase that his “ unfortunate 
client’s mouth was closed,” when the learned judge at once 
remarked that “he could not acquiesce in that, for counsel repre- 
sented the accused, and whatever the prisoner would be entitled 
to say, that his counsel was entitled to os on his behalf.” With 
great deference to the opinion of CoLERIDGE, we ven- 
ture to think that the weight of authority is against his view. 
There is the decision of Mr. Justice Crowpur (2. v. Haines, 1 
F. & F. 86), “that what a prisoner said before the istrate 
he might repeat through his counsel at the trial” ; the 
tion of Mr. Justice Byxzs in another case, that the prisoner has 
“the option of either speaking himself or of having his counsel 
to speak for him”; and last, but not least, the decision of Mr. 
Justice Hawkins, with the concurrence of Lord Justice Lusx, in 
a case at the Leeds Spring Assizes (February 3, 1880; 24 
Soticitors’ JournaL, 266), that, “as a gen principle, a 
prisoner may make his statement, and give his version of the 
transaction in respect of which he stands nee. bi @ 
The statement might be made by his counsel, but I think it may also 
be made by the prisoner.” 





SEVERAL YEARS AGO, in di ing the case of Miles v. Furber 
(21 W. R. 262, L. R. 8 Q. B. 77), we drew attention to the two 
conflicting principles which had from time to time prevailed 
during the long series of decisions on the question of exer 
from distress for rent for the benefit of trade: rs i 
restriction, represented Parsons v. Gi 
which poder only non placed in bg sod of the 
with the intent to have “human labour or skill bestowed 
them” are to be privi from distress by the 8 
lord; and the principle of relaxation, X 
Leach (13 W. BR. 385, 18 C. B. N. 8.479), which 
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all goods sent to a trader “to be taken care of and dealt with 
by him in the way of his trade” are to be privileged frpm such 
distress. It will be that in Miles v. Furber the 
court, having to decide between these twa principles, and admitting 
that the previous cases were irreconcileable, deliberately chose to 
follow the latter principle. In a case of Gould vy. Usher, decided 
by the Queen’s Bench Division this week, the question has once 
more been discussed. A ounnty court j e had decided that 
certain cows standing in the stables of an innkeeper, waiting to be 
sold, were pri i from distress levied for rent due from the 
fnnikeeper’s landlord to his ior landlord. The court held that 
thé cows were not privileged from distress. We have not before 
ws the full facts of the case, or the grounds on which the deci- 
sion of the court rested, but it seems probable that the court may 
have relied on the distinction by Metxor, J., in 
Miles v. Furber between the facts of that case and those of 
Parsons ¥. Gingell. In the latter ease the owner of the horse 
imerely used the innkeeper’s stable instead of his own, retaining 
to himself the entire control of the animal. If our supposition is 
‘correct, there has now been introduced yet another distinction into 
this complicated branch of law. 





GowsecTURES ARE CURRENT as to the possibility of the Great 
Seal being placed in commission, and it may be worth while to 
consider what the effect of such a proceeding would be. The 
98th section of the Judicature Act, 1873, provides that “ when 
the Great Seal is in commission, the Lords Commissioners shall 

t the Lord Chancellor for the purposes of this Act, save 
that as to the ar of the Court of Appeal, and the appoint- 
ment or approval of officers, or the sanction to any order for the 
removal of officers, or any other act to which the concurrence or 
presence of the Lord Chancellor is hereby made necessary, the 

wers given to the Lord Chancellor by this Act may be exercised 

the senior Lord Commissioner for the time being.”” It would 
éeem that the exceptions of this section do not apply to the 8ist 
section, whereby the Lord Chancellor is a member of, and president 
of, the Chancery Division of the High Court; and in this capacity 
he would apparently be represented by all the Lords Commissioners. 
The Great Seql has been twice placed in commission during the pre- 
sent century, first in 1835, when the commissioners were Sir C. 
Perrys, M.R., SHapwext, V.C., and Bosawauer, J., and secondly in 
1850, when were Lord Lanepatt, M.R., SHapwett, V.C., 
and Rotrz; B, The commissioners do not preside in the House 
of Lords; when the Great Seal is in commission it is the practice 
to appoint a Deputy-Speaker by a separate commission, or three 
Deputy-Speakers, each to act in order of a prescribed seniority, 
the Lords. having power to elect their own Speaker in the absence 
the rp 3 0 sar so named. The administrative powers 

rd or—such as the appointment of justices of 
the tation to Chanecellor’s livings, &c.—would 
be exereiseable by all the commissioners together. In 
event of a person professing the Jewish religion being placed 
the commission, his rights as to presentation to an ecclesiastical 
ce would probably, by 21 & 22 Vict. c. 49, s. 4, devolve 
the Archbishop of Canterbury; but that statute does not 
provide for the case. 


PE PBERERR 
He 
ceetishte 





OvR READERS may remember the t surprise of the es- 
sion at the decision of ViseOhancellie Mantis in Paul Rau 
(29 W. R. 281, L. R. 15 Ch. D. 580). The facts of that 
case were these :—By the iage settlement of Mr. and Mrs. 
PavL, executed in 1845, certain property belonging to the lady 
only was settled upon the husband for lite, then upon the wife 
for life, then to go among the children of the marriage, but 
no children the capital to go absolutely to the wife on her 
her husband, but if she him she had a 
testamentary power of appointment, and in default of 
@ capital to go to the wife's next of kin. The 
were afterwards separated by mutual consent, 
aration deed provided that during the husband’s life 
the income should be paid to the wife for her separate use. 
action having been brought by Mrs. Pavt against her hus- 
the trustees to administer the trusts of the settlement 








and the separation deed, an application was made by motion, with 
the consent ef the husband, that the egapital of a part of the trust 
funds should be applied in payment of aectsin debts incurred by 
the wife. jo ba been no i of the marriage, and it was 
considered to be clear that the wife was past child-bearing. The 
Vice-Chancellor acceded to this application, upon the ground that 
the next of kin were mere volunteers, and that, the interests of 
children of the marriage being out of the question, the wife was 
entitled to have (with the husband’s consent) the capital applied 
for her benefit during the husband’s lifetime. The action is now 
in the court of Mr. Justiee Fry, and a petition was recently 
presented by the husband and wife for the payment to them of the 
whole remaining capital in certain agreed shares. Nobody thought 
it possible to deny that the principle which had been held by the 
Vice-Chancellor to be applicable to the previous motion was equally 
well applicable to the present petition. But Mr. Justice Fry, 
after taking time to consider, declined on Monday last to follow 
that precedent, and refused to make any order on the petition, 
except that the trustees (who had appeared and opposed) should 
have their costs. The learned judge expressed a hope that the 
Court of Appeal would have an opportunity of composing this 
strife of judicial opinion; but the counsel for the petitioners 
emphatically disclaimed any intention of appealing. . Justice 
Fry’s decision may be said to have destroyed whatever authority 
that of Vice-Chancellor Matrns ever had. 





WB RECENTLY CRITIOIZED the provisions of the eurious Bill which 
the Farmers’ Alliance intend next session to present for the epn- 
sideration of Parliament; we may now add a few words as to the 
principle on which it is based. Between the principle of com- 
pensation by the landlord according to a yaluation, with the im- 
portant addition that he shall not be able to get rid of his liability 
to make it, and the proposal of the Farmers’ Alliance that the 
outgoing tenant shall have the right to take his improvements into 
the market, and sell them at the best price on will fetch, 
subject to a right of pre-emption at that price in the landlord, 
we will not pretend to decide; but we will compare them 
both with the maxim, which we sup every one will admit, 
that the basis of all reforms in the land laws in this country 
is to be found in the principle of free contract, limited 
only in those directions in which its exercise results in 
public injury. Now, in the proposal for allowing the tenant to 
sell his improvements for what they will fetch, there is an inter- 
ference with the right of contract in three distinct directions. 
The purchaser must be allowed to enter and occupy in order to 
benefit by his purchase ; thus the landlord is deprived of the right 
of free choice as to the tenant to whom he will let. The new 
tenant must be secured against having the rent raised upon him 
in consequence of the improvements; so comes the necessity for 
the assistance of a court in fixing the rent at which the pur- 
chaser is to hold. The fixing of a rent is impossible independently 
of the conditions of the holding, and the period for which it is to 
continue; consequently, it is proposed to be enacted that the ° 
conditions on which the new tenant is to be admitted shall not be 
more “onerous” than those on which the farm was held by his 
predecessor, and that the holding shall be for a term of not less 
than seven years. Free sale, fair rent, and fixity of tenure are 
thus - to introduced, vean certain limits, into English 
landholding for the purpose of securing to the tenant a t 
which the landlord is already ie Da or may fal 
rendered competent, to make without any such machinery at all. 

On the other hand, the principle of compulsory com ion by 
valuation at the determination of the r is the smallest 
possible interference with the right of contract. It is for the 
good of the public that the soil shall be developed by the applica- 
tion toit of all the energies and resources of the person culttyeting 
it; therefore it is the simplest sense and reason that no contract 
shall be permitted which, by depriving the tenant of a right to 
compensation for increasing the letting value of the holding, 
prevents him from expending his capital upon it. To say that 
compensation by valuation necessitates the introduction of pro- 
fessional valuers whose opinions are mistrusted by both parties is 
no argument in favour of the alternative scheme. For the latter 
leayes to the decision of a court questions which would but too 
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uently involve the evidence of a dozen valuers instead of a | and see if the facts relied the plaintiffs bring this within 

dene jor frei to two. The application of the tenant’s capital to | what has been so ain a very fo: to eom; 

the soil would no doubt by either method be encouraged, and the | hat the proposition that, when have to he 1 are 

interference with ordinary commercial principles to that extent | ordered of a man who hap adm g by “ seocunrily E to be 

justified. But the development of the land by expenditure on | of his own make. It ig admitted by the ustice, and indeed 

the part of the landlord would, by the free-sale scheme, be finally | it would be impossible to deny, that if 1 e facts it is shown 
a peed 


prevented, for the sense of personal dominion and of the interest 
attached to such dominion eould scarcely survive the extinction of 
his power to choose his own tenant and to fix with him the terms 
of the holding. Is such an interference with the right of ¢on- 
tract justified by political necessity, or is it not rather, by shutting 
up the principal source from which has flowed the means neces- 
sary “ agricultural improvements, directly opposed to the public 
good 








IMPLICATION OF CONTRACT THAT 
GOODS SOLD SHALL BE OF THE VEN- 
DOR’S OWN MANUFACTURE. 


THE recent case of Johnson ¥. Raylton (L. R. 7 Q. B. D. 
438) raised a point of great practical and also theoretical 
interest with regard to the construction of contracts for the 
sale or supply of manufactured articles, Strangely enough, 
there was no distinct English authority on the pom. There are 
two Scotch decisions of the Court of Session, but unfortunately 
there was in those cases a difference of opinion among the 
judges, and so again unfortunately there was a difference of 
opinion in the Court of Appeal in the case we are consider- 
ing. The point arose as follows. The plaintiffs, who were 
manufacturers of, but not otherwise dealers in, iron, by a 
written contract, on the margin of which was their trade-mark, 
contracted to sell to the defendants 2,000 tons of ship-plates of the 
quality known as “ Crown,” to pass Lloyd’s survey, to be delivered 
monthly at the defendant’s ship-yard. There was no express 
stipulation that the plates should be of the plaintiffs’ manufacture. 
The question simply was whether, under such a contract, the 
plaintiffs could compel the defendants to take plates in accordance 
with the contract in other respects, but not of their own manufae- 
ture—in other words, whether it was an implied term of the con- 
tract that the plates should be of the plaintiffs’ own manufacture. 

Lord Justice Bramwell, who held that there was no such implied 
term, in opposition to the opinion of Brett and Cotton, L.JJ., 
delivered a very characteristic judgment. The tendency of his 
mind appears to be against implications by which the law makes 
for persons contracts which they have not in terms made for them- 
selves, or imports into contracts terms which they haye not 
expressed for themselves, and perhaps never dreamed of until a 
change of prices or same other matter subsequent suggested such 
terms to one or other of them. There is no doubt much danger in 
such implications. They intreduee an element of uncertainty 
which tends to render law doubtful and unscientific, and to make 
the law in each particular case matter of fluctuating opinion. The 
ordinary case of mercantile: usage, introduced by implication into 
a contract, is a strong illustration of this tendency. You have 
witnesses supposed to be experts deposing contradictorily as to the 
existence or otherwise of a usage of which the certainty and 
notoriety is in theory the ground for its implication into the con- 
tract. If you look to what people actually say you are on sound 
ground; but if you go into the question what they must have meant, 
although they dia not say it, you are on treacherous soil at once. 
It is, no doubt, true in general that people should say expressly 
what they mean in contracting, and that the court ought not to 
act as a sort of mercantile court of equity to reform business con- 
tracts, and to make them say what the parties entering into them 
ought, as business men, to have said, and would, per have 
said if they had anticipated the contingency that has arisen, but 
which they have not, in fact, said. 

Lord Justice Bramwell expresses an opinion that there ought to 
be very little diffieulty about the point in question in the ease we 
are discussing. He says, * If there is an uncertainty in this case, 
it is an uncertainty of the law. This ought not to be, There 
ought to be, and I think is, a rule by which to decide this case. 
That rule, I think, is, that we must look at what the parties haye 
said; add nothing to and take nothing from it without necessity, 








that the make of a particular person or firm hag 
reputation, the implication would be that the articles ordered werg 
to be of that make, As, for instance, if rder were given to @ 
suitor tag eatieetc an tm ieee Mn 5 but the 
question now under discussion is whether there ig any ay te 
of law to the same effect when it is not shown that is any 
special repute ar distinction about the —_ but the articles are 
articles of which one maker's make is ag as another's. 

We sympathize strongly with the spirit of Lord Justice Beams 
well’s remarks, but we eannot say the particular question seems s¢ 
at fag eprops pny pees - Questions of this 
sort may, by the rigid application of c is principles— 
which, ie be og the main are sound an ar wi prineiples— 
be rendered easy of solution ; but there is constantly in law a eon- 
flict between what one may call general expediency and the ex- 
pediency of the particular class of cases; and the clear, broad rule, 
notwithstanding the general advantages of breadth and clearness, 
may in its application to partienlar classes of gages or relatipns of 
life be so manifestly ocoptrary to justice or the more limited 
expediency of the particular class of cases, that some i 
limitation or modification of its operation is absolutely n 
In relation to contracts it is obvious that life is not really } 
enough, and the tide of business is teo rapid, to admit of the 
terms of a contract being always set forth with the ageuragy ef a 
proposition of Euclid, and courts must constantly be obliged, to 
some extent, to read between the lines in order te. do justice. It 
is, no doubt, a good general rule to be ehary of implications, but in 
particular cases it is sometimes necessary to make them. Itig a 
question of the balance of ponflicting expediengies, and in 
eases it will he difficult to say where the line is to. be drawa, 

Notwithstanding our general sympathy with Lord Justice Bram- 
well’s view, we incline to think that the majority of the eourt were, 
in this particular case, right. We think if you asked a number of 
business men what they would expect if they ordered artieles of a 
person who carried on business, and held hi out re 44 aga 
manufacturer of those particular articles, and not as a dealer in such 
articles manufactured by others as well as a they 
would answer that they should expect that the artieles would 
of his own manufacture, though it was not. so a 
think, therefore, that the true ition is as 
Brett, L.J. The difficulty that really would arise in wry Placer 
is that of ascertaining in what eapacity the vendor holds 
out. There are many cases, ially of businesses of a mixed 
wholesale and retail character, in which it would be diffipult to say 
whether vendors professed to supply goods of their own manufacture 
or not. But if goods are ordered of a firm of manufacturers who 
are known in the trade not to be dealers except in goods manu- 
factured by themselves—and surely: there must be 
instances of such firms—it seems to us that the 
of a contract for the supply of goods by such firms is clearly 
the goods are to be manufactured by them. ‘The fact that it 
eannot be shown affirmatively that there is we peculiar or 

our mind, conclusive, 
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of special value about the make, is not, to 

A man may have an irrational, but at the sam 
fidence in or preferenee for the make of a part 
It would be a very difficult thing to draw 
how far the repute of a manufacturing firm 
to give a special value or repute to the goods. 
little doubt that the fact that goods were manufactured by 
firm would afford some ground of preference for them, and’ i 
who to a manufacturer seems entitled to say that he enten- 
tained that preference. It seems to us 
cannot be avoided by the advocates of the other view, —— 
to certain eases, as of orders of pain from 

eases where an element of personal skill or repute comes in, if 
followed out, press them much harder than they — wey; 
if I order a portrait of A., can he not make me one by B.f 
Assume that B, was the more eminent painter of the two, and bis 
portraits generally fetched more in the market, and that to oblige 
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a brother artist he agreed to act for A. I might be a fool for 
refusing to take the portrait of B., but no one will deny that I 
could so refuse. It is obvious at once to anyone that the contract 
is that the painter should paint it himself, but why is this 
obvious ? The reason does really seem to come very much to this : 
that the nature of a portrait painter’s business is that he himself 
paints portraits to order, but does not sell or otherwise deal in 

rtraits, and consequently the natural meaning of an order to him 
is that he himself is to make the article. It does not seem to turn 
upon the particular value of his work, because it is not only that 
he cannot turn you over to a person of inferior skill. A mere 
dauber could not turn you over unwillingly to Millais if he had 
agreed to supply you with a portrait. If, by the general con- 
duct of his business, a man holds himself out as selling articles of 
his own manfacture only, then it does seem to us consistent with 
Justice and expediency that a contract with him should be taken 
to be one for the supply of such articles only, though the contract 
does not expressly stipulate it, because it will be the natural 
expectation of the other party to the contract that the articles will 
be of the manufacturer’s own manufacture. 








THE PRACTICAL EFFECT OF THE 
CONVEYANCING ACT. 


VIIL—Propuction anp Sare Cusropy or Titte Deeps 
(continued). 

THE section upon which, at the close of our last article, we made 
some remarks, deals with two distinct kinds of contract—(1) an 
acknowledgment of the right to the production of documents and 
the delivery of copies, by the section styled “an acknowledg- 
ment”; and (2) an undertaking for safe custody of documents. 
This last is not expressly styled ‘‘ an undertaking,” but the section, 
without the formality of a definition, by degrees slips into 
denoting it by the single word. These contracts must be in 
writing, but they seem to need no other formality. We can dis- 
cover nothing to restrict the documents to documents of title to 
land; or to restrict the occasions on which such contracts can be 
made to sales or conveyances ; or to restrict the relation subsisting 
between the parties to the relation of vendor and purchaser, or to 
any other definite relation. The following points seem to be not 
unworthy of attention :— 

The duties imposed by an “acknowledgment” and an “ under- 
taking,” respectively, are onerous ; moreover, by sub-section (2) the 
person entitled to their benefit has the right to enforce specific 
performance of the obligations imposed by an “ acknowledgment” ; 
and though sub-section (5) provides that he shall pay the costs and 
expenses, it does not provide that these must be paid before the 
specific performance can be enforced. But the burden of 
these obligations is perhaps more easily shifted than the 
burden of the covenant in common use; sub-sections (2) and 
(9) provide that an “acknowledgment” and an “ undertaking,” 
respectively, shall “ bind each individual possessor or person 80 
long only as he has possession or control” of the documents. 
Suppose a vendor, “ retaining” possession of title deeds relating 
to property other than the property sold, should execute what we 
will take the liberty to style a pro formd mortgage of the said 
other property, in consideration of the sum of ten shillings, and 
should hand over the title deeds to the mortgagee. The mortgagor 
would then certainly not “have possession thereof” ; 
and we submit that he could not, with any propriety, be said to 
“have control” of them. In the elaborate list of “ obligations ” 
set forth in sub-section (4), we find nothing whereby the “ person 
entitled to request production ” is enabled to compel the mortgagor 
to disclose the name of the mortgagee. Neither do we find any- 
thing to oblige him against his will to exercise for the benefit of 
r+ med else his right under section 16 to inspect and copy the 
title deeds in the mortgagee’s hands, 

Our object in pointing out how to evade these obligations is not 
to recommend evasion of them to the reader, but to illustrate 
what we take to be the section’s great defect. It does not, so far 
as we can see, oblige a person who has given an “acknowledg- 
ment” or “ ing”’ to another person, and who afterwards 
delivers the documents to somebody else, to give the name of this 


somebody to the person entitled to the benefit of the “ acknowledg- 
ment” or “obligation.” It would seem as if the seductive vision 
of “ obligations” made, as it were, to “run with” the documents, 
had caused to be forgotten the obvious fact that documents are 
not, like lands, things which cannot be hidden, and of which the 
existence and whereabouts is always notorious. On this account 
“ acknowledgments” and “ undertakings” seem to be much less 
advantageous to the purchaser than the covenant in common use, 
expressed to be defeasible upon delivery (at his own expense) of a 
substituted covenant by the covenantor. And since we can see 
nothing in them (unless it be the before-mentioned facility with 
which they might perhaps be evaded) to commend them to the 
favourable opinion of vendors, we should not anticipate that, in 
transactions of any importance, the existing practice will be dis- 
placed by the machinery offered by section 9. The reader must 
also remember the doubt expressed at the close of our last 
article, whether the largest purchaser at an auction, not being “a 
person who retains possession of documents,” can be brought 
within the scope of the section. 


IX.—As to Trusts. 


We propose now to group together the provisions of the Act 
relating to trustees and executors. The object of section 30 (which 
applies only in cases of death after the commencement of the Act) 
is to extend the provisions of section 4 of the Vendor and Pur- 
chaser Act, 1874, and section 48 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875 
(which are repealed), and, as so extended, to render them compul- 
sory. To take from trustees and mortgagees the power of directing 
the devolution of the trust or mortgage estate would undoubtedly 
sweep away considerable expense and litigation. The point 
we have to consider is how far that object has been attained. The 
first clause of the first sub-section provides that : 


‘¢ Where an estate or interest of inheritance, or limited to the heir as special 
occupant, in any tenements or hereditaments, corporeal or incorporeal, is 
vested on any trust, or by way of mortgage, in any person solely, the same 
shall, on bis death, notwithstanding any testamentary disposition, devolve to 
and become vested in his personal representatives or representative from time 
= time, in like manner as if the same were a chattel real vesting in them or 

im. 

Before we consider how far devises of trust and mortgage 
estates. have been rendered nugatory, we shall make one or two 
observations on the language of the section. The first thing to 
be observed is that the draftsman has here abandoned his defini- 
tion of “lands,’’ which term, by section 2 (ii.), is to include, unless 
a contrary intention appears, “lands of any tenure, and tenements 
and hereditaments, corporeal or incorporeal.” ‘The reason for this 
may have been an intention to keep copyholds outside the section ; 
but this object might have been more clearly attained by an express 
statement that the section should not apply to hereditaments of this 
tenure. The next point to observe is that the literal construction 
of the words of the section approaches an absurdity. Where an 
estate “is vested on any trust . . in any person solely, the 
same shall, on his death,’ devolve to his personal representatives. 
The most obvious time to which to refer the words “ is vested,” 
would be the time of the creation of the trust; in which case it 
would follow that, whenever a settlement of land has at its com- 
mencement been constituted with a single trustee, the lands will 
devolve et his death upon his personal representatives, although 
in the meantime the property has been vested in himself and new 
trustees. If this construction be thought too absurd to be adopted, 
we shall take leave to complain that we have too often been left to 
such a consideration for our chief guidance. No obscurity would 
have hung over the phrase, “‘ Where at the death of any person, 
an estate, &c., is vested on any trust in him solely, &e.” And we 
are easily able to imagine phraseology much more clear than the 
somewhat ludicrous provision that the estate shall on the death of 
the trustee devolve to his personal representatives from time to 
time. 

But these suggestions are merely by the way. What is the 
effect of the provision that the estate shall, “ notwithstanding any 
testamentary disposition, devolve to and become vested in” the 
“personal representatives or representative from time to time, 
in like manner as if the same were a chattel real vesting in them 
or him’? In what manner does a chattel real bequeathed by a 





testator vest in the executor? It vests in him, of course, until 
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assent, and after assent it vests in the legatee. If the executor 
refuses his assent without cause, he may be compelled to give it 
(2 Wms. on Exors. 1374). Is this the “manner” in which the 
trust estate is, on the death of the trustee, to vest in his executor 
where the trustee has devised trust estates? If so, the effect of 
the new legislation will by no means be to render nugatory a 
devise of trust and mortgaged estates, for upon the assent of the 
executor the estates would seem to vest in the devisee of trust 
estates. It might be thought that this view is strengthened by a 
consideration of the next clause of the sub-section, which runs as 
follows : 

**And accordingly all the like powers, for one only of several joint 
personal representatives, as well as for a single personal representative, and 
for all the personal representatives together, to dispose of and otherwise 
deal with the same, shall belong to the deceased’s personal representatives 
or representative from time to time, with ali the like incidents, but subject to 
all the like rights, equities, and obligations, as if the same were a@ chattel 
real vesting in them or him.” 

But the last clause of the section provides that— 

**for the purposes of this section, the personal representatives, for the 
time being, of the deceased, shall be deemed in law his heirs and assigns, 
within the meaning of all trusts and powers.” 

The effect of this we take to be to enable the personal repre- 
sentatives of the deceased trustee to execute the trusts and powers 
in all cases in which they might be executed by his “heirs 
and assigns.” But does the clause contain anything to incap- 
acitate his actual heirs and assigns from so acting, if otherwise 
authorized ? Does it say that the personal representatives are to 
be deemed the only heirs and assigns of the deceased for the pur- 
poses of the section? Or might the personal representatives, by 
assenting to a devise of the trust estates, constitute the devisee of 
such estates a trustee P 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


SUNDAY CLOSING OF PUBLIC-HOUSES, 
Car. 61.—An Acr To Pronisit THE Sate or Inroxicatine Liquors 
on Sunpay rin WAtzs. 

This Act, after reciting that the provisions in force against the sale 
of fermented and distilled liquors during certain hours of Sunday have 
been found to be attended with great public benefits, and it is expedient, 
and the people of Wales are desirous, that, in the Principality of Wales, 
those provisions be extended to the other hours of Sunday, enacts that in 
the said Principality “all premises in which intoxicating liquors are sold 
or exposed for sale shall be closed during the whole of Sunday.” A 
second section applies the ‘* Licensing Acts, 1872-1874.” A third section 
fixes—or rather attempts to fix—a date for the commencement of the 
Act. A fourth section repeats the saving for railway travellers which 
is contained in the Licensing Act, 1874; a fifth gives a ‘‘ short title,” and 
that is all. We have all read in the public prints that contradictory 
decisions upon the vexed question of the date of commencement have 
proceeded from Welsh justices; that counsel have advised that the Act 
does not come into operation for a year; that the present Home Secretary 
has pronounced that the “day next appointed ” means the “day next 
appointed ”; and finally that a former Home Secretary (Lord Aberdare, 
who piloted the Act through the House of Lords) ‘‘ writing from Verona, 
without a copy of the Act before him,” equally declines to give a cate- 
gorical opinion. ‘There isa great deal to be said on both sides,” but 
we adhere to the opinion which we have previously expressed that the 
operation of the Act will not be delayed for a year. The exact words of 
the section (which formed part of the original Bill introduced early in 
the session) are these :—‘ This Act shall commence and come into opera- 
tion with respect to each division or place in Wales on the day next 
appointed for the holding of the general annual licensing meeting for 
that division or place.” Now the Act passed on the 27th of August. By 
the lst and 2nd sections of the Licensing Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61), the 
meeting in question must be held on some day between the 20th of 
August and the 14th of September, at a day, hour, and place appointed 
at least twenty-one days beforeband. Surely Parliament may be said to 
have presumed, at the time of the passing of the Act, that all the appoint- 
ments had been already made; inasmuch as where made after the pass- 
ing of the Act, the appointed days would be at least three days later 


PETROLEUM. 
Car. 67.—An Acr To RrEGULATE THR Hawxine or PaTRoLguM AND OTHER 
SUBSTANCES OF A LIKE NATURE. 

The Petroleum Acts, which first began to beJpassed in 1852, were fora 
long time temporary, but they were practically made perpetual by the 
Petroleum Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. ¢. 47), which by section 4 enacts 
that the Petroleum Act, 1871, ‘‘ shall continue in force until otherwise 
directed by Parliament.” This stereotyping of the law has, we suppose, 
caused that careful examination of it by which it was discovered that 
the hawking of petroleum was rendered impracticable if not illegal. So 
the present statute enacts that “‘ any person who is licensed in pursuance 
of the Petroleum Act, 1871, to keep petroleum to which that Act applies 
may, subject to the enactments for the time being in force with respect 
to hawkers and pedlars, hawk such petroleum by himselfjor his servants.’’ 
The Acts 50 Geo. 3, c. 41, 52 Geo. 3, c. 108, 24 & 25 Vict. c. 21, the 
Pedlars Act, 1871, and the Pedlars Act, 1881, are the enactments now in 
force with respect to hawkers and pedlars. The three first-named Acts 
concern the Inland Revenue only; the Act of 1871 prescribes that “ no 
person shall act as a pedlar” without a certificate from the chief officer 
of police of his district, such certificate to be granted to any person “ who 
has during one month previous to such application” resided in the 
district, on the officer “ being satisfied that the applicant is above seven. 
teen years of age, is a person of good character, and in good faith 
intends to carry on the trade of a pedlar.” The Act of the present 
session gives the certificate an effect ‘‘ within any part of the United 
Kingdom.” 

The Act upon which we are commenting contains minute regulations 
as to the amount of petroleum which each hawker may hawk, the “ closed 
vessels’ he must ase, the construction of his carriage [¢.¢., as defined in 
the interpretation clause, ‘‘ carriage, wagon, cart, truck, vehicle, or other 
means of conveyance by land, in whatever manner the same may be drawn 
or propelled ’’], the storage of the petroleum in licensed premises, and 
other matters. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE, 
Car. 70.—An Acr To continug various Expremve Laws, 

This statute continues twenty-seven Acts of Parliament until the 31st 
of December, 1882, which, but for the continuance, would have expired, 
in accordance with the Expiring Laws Continuance Act, 1880, on the 3lst 
of December, 1881. Among the Acts “ continued,” the more important 
are 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, by which stock-in-trade is exempted from poor rates, 
the Locomotive Acts, the Ballot Act, 1872, the Corrupt Practices Acts, 
and the Parliamentary Elections Act. A ‘continued Act” of great 
theoretical importance is the Militia Ballots Suspension Act (28 & 29 
Vict. c. 46). The necessities of the Militia have been so long provided 
for by voluntary enlistment that it is little known that compulsory 
enlistment by ballot is still the law, except as suspended by the Suspen- 
sion Act, annually continued since 1863. 








: 


The late Mr, William Coleman Gill, solicitor (of the firm of 
Bush, of Bath), has by his will bequeathed a legacy of nineteen 
to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, of which he was a life member 
from its foundation in 1858. 

Amongst the business to be considered at the meeting of the Common 
Council to be held next week is a motion by Mr. W. J. Fraser, which has 
been altered as follows:—‘* That it be referred to the Law and City 
Courts Committee to inquire and report to this court, as soon as practic- 
able, as to the delay and expense to which in some cases citizens and 
others who may be judgment creditors are subjected in obtaining from 
sheriffs’ officers (except those of the City of London) and county court 
bailiffs moneys received by them in respect of executions levied at the 
suit of such creditors, and the best means to be adopted for insuring the 
more speedy payment of all such moneys to the parties entitled thereto, 
with power to confer thereon with the Right Hon. the Lord High Chan- 
cellor, Citizen and Mercer.” 


The following (says the Kentucky Law Journal) is the para- 
graph, literally and with punctuation, transcribed from a brief pre- 
= By ent Se a in K “ “The 
of Counsel to free your Honor, from an argument snggeated, 
by the continuity of arduous labors since the of term 


and the appearing fatigue caused, by preceding mattera prevented full 


i 





than their legal date, 


verbality, at the time upon the Propositions of Law—agreement and facts 
soon ae the papers of the controversy, as would otherwise have done,” 
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REVIEWS. 


FISHER’S DIGEST. 


Fisnen’s Dicest or tue Rerorrep Decisions nv ALL THE Courts, INcLUD- 
mnG a Senecriok rom tue Intsu, rrom Hitary Term, 1870, ro Easter 
Vacation, 1880. Oonsolidated and arranged by T. W. Onrrry, Esq., 
and J. Mrws, Esq., Barristers-at-Law. Two volumes. H. Sweet. 

A Diexst ory tHe Rerorrep Decisions or ALL THE CouRTS, INCLUDING A 
SEtecTion rroM THE Irisx (seine a Continuation or Fisuer’s Dicest) 
DURING THE year 1880, By T, W. Currry, Esq., and J. Mews, Esq., 

at-Law. H. Sweet. 


Fisher's Digest is too well known to need any introduction to our 
No one Who has seen the frequent reference which men 
in large practice at the common law bar are in the habit of 
thaking to it, cam doubt its enormous value to the practitioner. 
The continuation of the Digest from 1870 to 1880 has this great 
feature, that for the first time the Digest is complete, and includes 
all the cases, both common law and chancery. The advantage of 
the arrangement adopted in the book is obvious. Take, for instance, 
the case of a practitioner who wants to know what decisions there 
havé been since 1870 with reference to what companies will be wound up. 
All he has to do is to take down the volume, turn to the head “Oompuany,” 
and run his eye down the synopsis at the commencement of that head ; 
he finds at once what he wants under the sub-heads “ Winding up,” 
* What Companies.” He turns to the page referred to at this place, and 
there he has all the cases arranged with clear italic headings. In the Jast 
volume, ineluding all the cases for 1880, we find several improvements. 
Numetous cross-references have been added, important dicta have been 
inserted, and the list of cases overruled is no longer confined to those 
which are referred to in the head-notes of the reports. As references to 
new statutes and rules have also been added, the reader has before him 
all the alterations of the law effected during the year. 





€OUNTRY SOLICITOR’S PRACTICE. 


Arcutpaty’s Counrry Sonicrror’s Pracrice: A Hanpnook OF THE 
Practice Iv THE Quzen’s Bencn Division or THE Hicu Court or 
Justice, with Srarures anp Forms. By W. F. A. Arcursap, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Archibald says in his preface that “no substantial part ’’ of the 
alterations proposed by the Procedure Committee “can be adopted with- 
out being submitted to the Legislature,’ and predicts that “no im- 
thediate change in the practice is to be anticipated.’ We have already 
pointed out that many of the changes require an Act of Parliament, but 

the majority of them do not; we agree, however, that no immediate 
gé is to be anticipated. 

The plan of the book is to give a running comment on the various 
heads of procedute and practice, such as “ Matters Preliminary to Action,” 
“Writ of Sumnions,’ “The Pleadings,” ‘ Preparation for Trial and 
Trial,” in fourteen successive chapters, and then to print at length, first 
the Judicature Acts, the Rules of Court, with all their forms, then a set of 
** Additional Statutes, Orders, and Forms,’’and finally a set of “ Additional 
Forms,” we presume, supplied by the author himself. The commentary 
is extremely well written, Mr. Archibald being quite at home in thread- 
ing his way through the difficulties raised by Stooke v. Taylor, Ward v. 
Pilley, Clow v. Harper, and other puzzling cases. In inserting a refer- 
ence to Beddall v. Maitland (29 W. R. 484), however, in his addenda, 
he has missed an opportunity of pronouncing for either that case or 
Original Hartlepool Collieries Company v. Gibb (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 713), 
and has not even called attention to the difference of opinion between 
Mer, Justice Fry and the Master of the Rolls appearing from those cases. 
The chapter relating to Solicitors and Costs contains a clear and concise 
summary of the enactments and cases, but we do not find any reference 
to the case of In re Snell (25 W. R. 736, 21 Soxicrrons’ Journat, 495), 
in which the Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of the Master 
of the Rolls, held that while a solicitor is not justified in taking 

journeys at the expense of his client without a special retainer 
that purpose, yet such retainer may be shown by subsequent 


The sections and rules are abstracted in the commentary with refer- 
ences to the pages of the appendix, but we miss cross-references from the 
appendix to the commentary. The addenda are extremely profuse, 

over twenty pages: The index is very good. The selection of 
mal Acts is judicious, and, as far as we ean discover, none of the 
n orders under the Acts has been omitted. 

@ cannot help thinking that @ book which, being called “‘ The 
Cotintry Solicitor’s Practice,” is restricted to that branch of the pfofes- 
sion, might have been made somewhat less bulky. It would have tes a 

opportanity, for instance, to have omitted all the forms of pleading 
scheduled to the Rules of Court. But, on the whole, we think that 
Mr. Archibald has succeeded in producing a useful snd well-arranged 








THE CONVEYANCING ACT. 


Tue ConveyANcine AnD Law or Property Aor, 1881, rocETHER WITH 
THE VENDOR AND Purcnaser Act, 1874, anv tux Sottorrors’ ReMUNERA< 
tion Acr, 1881. With Notes, and an Introduction. By Avsrsy 
Sr. Joun Cutrxz and Tuomas Brerr, Barristers-at-Law. Butter. 
worths, 


This, the secotid work of the kind which we até called upon to notice, is 
of « more elaborate design than that which we reviewed a few weeks ago. 
Every section is examined with scrupulous care, and the opinion of the 
authors is stated with great frankness. The result has been to adorn the 
notes with so many remarks, rather suggestive of blame than of commens 
dation, that we think that, if the public has been tempted by what they 
have read in our columns to indulge in any mutinous Hey of com- 
plaint, they will hardly be brought to a more satisfied frame of mind by 
the comments of Messrs. Clerke and Brett. Their book contains many sug- 
gestions which we think not only sound, but likely to be of much 
practical value to the profession; although we have remarked among 
them some observations which, though not in themselves unjust, do not 
entirely convince our judgment. In this class we should, on the whole, be 
disposed to include a remark, contained in a note upon section 7, to 
which we have already adverted in our columns. ‘‘It seems doubtful,” 
say the authors, ‘‘ whether in some cases the words ‘or any one through 
whom he derives title, otherwise than by purchase for value,’ properly 
qualify the covenant, since it would thus seem to extend to the acts of 
every person in the chain of title who did not take the estate as a pur- 
chaser for value,” [Quere, ought not this rather to have been, “ who 
did not convey the estate, as a vendor, for value ?”] notwithstanding the 
intervention of a purchase for value.” We think that this objection un- 
doubtedly points out a defect in thé draftsriianship of the Act, but we do 
not think that any court would give practical effect to it. But a few 
objections coming under this head detract but little from the substantial 
value of the work, which we are inclined to rate very highly. It may be 
expected to find its way into the hands of a large number of those prac- 
titioners who are obliged, at a very short notice, to enter upon the study 
of this difficult and perplexing Act. 





BANKRUPTCY. 


A Concise TREATISE UPON THE Law or Bankruptcy. By E. T. Baupwin, 
Barrister-at-Law. Szconp Epirion. Stevens & Haynes. 


This is a concise and readable treatise, distinguished from some other 
concise and readable law books by the care with which the writer has 
verified his statements. The arrangement of the book, tracing eavh step 
in bankruptcy from petition to discharge, is convenient, and a good index 
enables ready reference to be made to any subject. In the appendix the 
Acts are given, with marginal references to the page of the book ia which 
the section is discussed. As regards the reeent cases, we have examined 
the work on various subjects and have found all the cases we sought. 
So recent a case as Crawcour v, Salter (25 Souicrrors’ Journat, 525) is 
duly noted. 





SOLICITOR’'S DIARY, 
Tux Sotrciror’s Drary, ALMANAC, AND Lzcat Drrecrory ror 1882. 
Edited by Cuantzs Forp, Esq., Solicitor. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 
We need not do more than announce the annual issue of this con- 
venient and well-arranged diary. 








The following Judges have been selected to 
the ensuing year—viz., Mr. Justice Denman, 
Justice Stephen, 

On the first day of the sittings of the Admiralty Division, Sir R. J 
Phillimore, upon entering the court, said : I cannot again take my séat in 
this court without first making some reference to the great loss we have 
sustained in the untimely death of Mr. Clarkson. When the court rose 
for the Long Vacation he appeared in his usual health and spirits, and I 
that we shall never see his face or hear his 
long be remembered a6 an excellent lawyer and able 
oughly how to reconcile his zeal in the 
soantinn the suntan seinion ol. ma al wean t tat 160s, wo men erate 

the unan on of us all when I say that we p 
eget . Bu WO.C., said : I ne AV wing v4 be 
press ion with which we have all listehed to the 
ee ae ee ee ere one whose 


his thorough knowledge of his of 6 
ability and skill as an rete, 1 oe an dome oer 8 ro ly 
ae Se ee ee ee ee ee, to hi 
could thoroughly appreciate his powers. What I do wish to bear witness 
rig wn ap Roy Soe gan ager naan rey. ts nye Bo 
is client, an unfair advan of an adversary. king 

those around me—his Irene and mine—I would ey tha 
we deeply lament the loss of a friend whose manly and generous nature had 
endeared him to us all, and whose premature death has left » gap in our 
ranks that cannot readily be filled up. 


election tions durin 
. Justice Bele, and Mr 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE CONVEYANCING ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—As Mr. Wolstenholme’s colleague, I should be much disposed to 
offer some remarks on the general and preliminary question—What is 
the practical valué of the criticism you have been publishing? But such 
remarks would be more yy when the criticism had come to an 
end, of which there seems to be no near p' . I therefore, at present, 
only ask you to let me observe shortly on cy last article—No. VI. 

If the articles which preceded Mr. Wolstenholme’s letter had been 
written in the same tone and style as No. VI., which followed it, Mr. 
Wolstenholme would have had no ground of complaint in that respect. 
But your critic cannot, I conceive, be equally complimented on an improve- 
ment in the substance of his disquisition. He deals in No. VI. with two 
new matters—the “all the estate” clause and custody of title deeds. 

1. He contends that, under section 63, the “ all the estate” clause will be 
implied in leases, unless negatived. To this contention there are at least 
three answers, éach sufficient :—(a.) Sub-section (2) excludes the impliéa- 
tion of any larger estate than the term. (5.) A lease could not operate 
as a conveyance of the whole fée, unless it contained sufficient words of 
limitation, as heirs or fee simple. (c.) The intention of the parties would 
restrict the operation of the deed, on the principle that in a lease the 
bY i qualifies the general intendment of the premises ; Co. Litt. 
183a. 

2. I am unable to see why “the purchaser of the largest lot and 
recipient of the title deeds,” as your critic describes him, being also the 
continuing holder of them, should not come within the terms of the 
section, as a person who retains possession of documents. 

Westmitster, Nov. 9. F. 8. Remy. 


(1. Our correspondent ought at least to have read with attention the 
passage in dur article which he does us the honour to criticize. If he had 
done so he would have seen that we expressly pointed out the operation of 
sub-section (2) as excluding the operation of sub-section (1), at all events 
with the aid of an express declaration of intention. He speaks as 
though we had overlooked sub-section (2). Nor is it the fact that we 
contended that, under section 638, the “all the estate” clausé would be 
implied in leases, unless negatived. Our words were, “ 4 doubt may be 
Selt whether’ it will not be necessary to expressly exclude the operation 
of the séction. Surely Mr. Reilly does not think that this phrase is 
equivalent to the expression of a categorical opinion. 

We will now deal with Mr. Reilly’s “three answers, each sufficient.” 

*« (a.) Sub-section (2) excludes the implication of any larger estate than 
the term.”—If by “excludes” Mr. Reilly means ‘‘ excludes, although 
the intention to exclude is not expressly stated in the deed,” he is only 
stating the proposition which he undertook to prove: a proceeding styled 
by logicians petitio principii. If he only means that sub-section (2) 
enables the person making the conveyance to exclude the operation of 
sub-section (1), we are not concerned to contradict him, seeing that 
we said the same thing ourselves. 

**(b.) A lease could not operate as a conveyance of the whole fee, 
unless it contained sufficient words of limitation, as heirs or fee simple.” — 
Of course, at common law sufficient words of limitation would be re- 
quired. But our doubt was whether the Act had not, in this respect, 
overridden the common law. How is this doubt dispelled by telling us 
what the comnion law would do, supposing it not to be overridden ? © 

“(c.) In a lease the habendum qualifies the general intendment of the 
premises: Co, Litt. 183a.”—That this proposition was true when Lord 
Coke wrote admits of no doubt. But our correspondent seems to over- 
look the fact that the 8 & 9 Vict. ¢. 106 has destroyed the reasoning upon 
which it was founded. The true source of the proposition is to be found, 
not in Oo, Litt: 183a, but (as the greatest real property lawyer of this 
century has remarked) in Baldwin's case (2 Rep. 23). Mr. Reilly must 
be aware that the distinctions drawn between the cases in which 
the habendum is re ant and void, and those cases in which the 
habendum nd he gratit of a fee in the ptemissés, turn upon the 


fact that es fates of freehold in is did not then lie in grant, but 
needed i very of seisin to pass Now that, by the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
106, s. 2, corporeal woke iteanedite of aa regards the conveyance of the im- 


mediate freehold, are “deemed to lie in grant as well as in livery,” the 
wholé ground of the ons is cut away, and the case of a lease 
seems clearly to fall within a very different proposition, which (Lord 
Ooke tells us) was, in Baldwin's case, ‘‘ taken and agreed for good law ”"— 
viz, “when to things which take their essence and effect by the 
delivery of the deed without other ceremony, and which lie in grant, 
thoré is such Hihitation as in the case at bar, the habendum was repugnant 


and void,” 

We think our readers will agréé With us that Mr. Reilly cannot be com. 
plimented on the success of his three answers to the first objection, We 
will now consider his second point. 


2. Mr. Reilly seems to think that a “person who receives and a/ter- 
wards retains prom aiael od of documents” is properly described by the 
bare phrase, a “ person who retains possession of documents,” We are 








not able to agree with him. But we would beg leave to ee 
it would, at all events, have cost only @ single sweep of tlie’ pen fo #8- 
move the doubt by writing ‘retains or reeeioes” in the Act-“Ein. & Jj] 


ae aot es] 





THE SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION ACT, 1881, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor? Journal.} 


Sir,— Your correspondents aze not at all premature in calling attention 
to this subject. 

It is not only those of us who are conversant with small trans- 
actions to whom it is important. The eccupying 
a middle position between these and the comparatively few who deal 
mainly with large transactions, are deeply interested in having things 
settled on a fair basis—fair all round. 

I am not ashamed to write, what I have always freely said, that this 
question of remuneration is the important and interesting 
The glories of horsehair never fired my ambition, nor do I deeply syui- 
pathize with the plaintive appeals we hear from time to time for the more 
respectful treatment of solicitors. What Ido care about is te be paid 
fairly and on a rational principle for the work which E do; not beehuse I 
like it, but because I have to live by it. 

The recent Act seems to have a wide scope, embracing not only con 
veyancing but “ other non-contentious Baro and I think it 
quite worth the while of those of us who are not thinking of 
the bar to consider this question, and exchange notions respecting it: 





THE LAW SOCIETY AND LAW REFORMS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—You are probably aware that the council has, in fulfilmen 
promise made at the adjourned special m of the society held Fes 
the 20th of May last, called a special meeting for erage 4 
18th inst., to consider the report of the Procedure Committee, This 
meeting is summoned for two o'clock in the afternoon. This hour is 
probably the most convenient for the senior members, who form the few, 
but it is certainly two hours at least earlier than will be convenient to 
the great majority of the members who may desire to attend the 
meeting, and take an active in its deliberations, and so contribute 
that experience and knowledge which is absolutely ensential if society 
is to arrive at a just and a sound conclusion Pama 
important matters to which the report refers, 

I am quite sure that the meeting has not been convened at this hour 
with the desire exclusively to suit the senior members, but because it has 
hitherto been the habit for the society to meet at this unsuitable houm 
It should not, however, be forgotten that the junior members of the 
profession are far more interested in the pro reforms with respect 
to solicitors’ remuneration and the matters referred to in the committer’ 
report than many of the seniors, some of. whom before 
necessarily cease to practise. Besides which it ia very 17 
secure the presence at a meeting of this kind of those who 
day actively engaged in the duties of their proféssion, if it is to 
real good, px 4 

Hitherto, in consequence of our annual and meetings having 
held at this erly hour, the discussion has frequently been left in the 
of Mr. Kimber, Mr. Ford, Mr. Macarthur, or others of the ph on Sg on 
are entitled to our thanks for having thus taken up a position whigh 
could not be occupied by others, but who would not for single moment 
pretend that they always represented the general feelings of those who. 
were unavoidably and reluctantly compelled to be absent. 

At the recent Brighton meeting, the pepe & t, Mr. Druee, very 
perly invited the meeting to express its certain 
relating to bills of sale, indicating at the same boat? pe the were 
much divided on the matter, and that they esire to have the 
advantage of ascertaining the yiews of the 
question, 

It cannot be doubted that in a bpely constiintad Yin tho esnnili» gate 
difference of opinion is likely to arise on most of the matters 
in the committee's report, and also in solicitors’ remuneration, It. 
would, therefore, seem most expedient wise for the council at the 
proposed meeting to offer to discuss the different recommendations 
tained in the report, and invite its decision seriatim ae 
the view that such decision should necessarily bind the council, but as 
an evidence of the feeling of the meetiig upon the particular points. It 
will be quite impossible for this to be done bE aa D, ; 
therefore suggest that after the trariéaction of ) 
business, as; for instance, settling the courés t wa 
should be adjourned until the following week, to be 
four o’clock in thé afternoon, and that it should be definitél; 
and thoroughly understood, that the Se t 
of the profession on the different points, 80 those 
abstained from attending these 
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appearance, and be made to feel that 
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meeting, and even in criticising the council’s action, they are acting only 
within their right, which the council would wish to be exercised in the 
freest manner. How on earth is a member, anxious to be present at the 
meeting, but engaged in a heavy case at Westminster or elsewhere, where 
his presence is an absolute necessity, and who is in no way responsible 
fur the case having been fixed for the 18th inst., to attend the meeting 
at two? Is the case to be adjourned, or is the meeting to be deprived of 
what may be the benefit of this member’s wise counsel and matured expe- 
rience? Surely not! Why not, then, fix the meeting at such an hour 
as when all who are invited may reasonably be expected to be able to 
attend? The council has now an available opportunity for taking into its 
confidence the members of the profession generally ; and in their interests, 
and in the interests of the society, and in the interests of the public, 
I earnestly trust that this opportunity will not be lost. 

There are some active members on the council, like Mr. Hollams, Mr. 
Clabon, Mr. Grinham Keen, Mr. Walters, and Mr. Lake, who should, in 
matters of this kind, insist upon their voices and influence being heard if 
they hope to retain that confidence which has hitherto been so wisely 
intrusted to them, and which, it is to be hoped, they will still continue 
to justify. 

The meeting should partake of the nature of a conference, in which 
the elected were meeting the electors, simply with a view to arrive at the 
wisest and safest conclusion upon matters respecting which differences of 
opinion must necessarily prevail, but as to which it is most important to 
ascertain what are the views generally of those present. The council 
must not grudge the necessary time. ‘The matters for consideration are 
worthy of patient and careful deliberation. If necessary for the con- 
venience of country members, let it be known that the society can meet 
from day to day. 

I am exceedingly glad that attention is being drawn to the settlement 
of the remuneration of those solicitors whose practice aud experience is 
to a very large extent confined exclusively to business involving compara- 
tively small amounts. It has been previously stated in your valuable 
journal that a fear exists that the interests of these members of the pro- 
fession—who, by the way, are in a decided majority—may perhaps be 
unintentionally overlooked. There can be no excuse for their interests 
being unprotected or insufficiently studied now that attention has been 
so forcibly drawn to them. 

Then, Sir, inasmuch as a great majority of the members cannot meet 
at four o’clock in the afternoon, and remain, perhaps, in discussion until 
ten o'clock at night, without some opportunity for obtaining certain 
refreshments, I do hope that the members of the Club Committee—who, 
by the way, pay no rent for the rooms occupied by the club—will, on the 
oceasion of the proposed and subsequent meetings, exercise a generous 
liberality towards members of the society who may not be members of 
the club, and permit all those who may be at the meetings in question to 
avail themselves of the club for the purpose of necessary refreshment, 
without having to leave the hall to go to the nearest coffee tavern to 
satisfy the cravings of nature. 

The fact is the society has now a grand opportunity for presenting a 
united front, and for helping to remove, to some extent, that apathy 
which still prevails and still operates to prevent that perfect union which 
only needs to be once established, so as to secure that attention to the 
just requirements of the profession in which the interests of our clients, 
the public, are so materially involved. 

I do most earnestly and seriously trust that these few lines, so im- 
perfectly expressed, will come under the eyes of some of the members of the 
council, and that I shall not have put my pen to paper without producing 
some satisfactory result. 

The course which should be adopted would be for the president, on 
Friday, the 18th inst., to state that the meeting had been called at two 
o'clock, in accordance with the usual practice of the society ; that it would 
probably have to be summoned again, and that it could then meet at 
four, and sit as late as might be deemed expedient, and that the council 
would gladly welcome the decision of the meeting on each point of the 
committee’s report, to be expressed by way of recommendation, and 
would be prepared to afford every facility to the members to express im- 
partially their views, and that the council anxiously desired that the 
members geuerally would attend the meeting, and give expression to 
their sentiments, and that for the convenience of the meeting, he was 
authorized to state that the Club Committee were willing, during the 
meeting, to receive any members of the society on the same terms as if 
they were members of the club. 


November 9. Aw Oty Memnuer or rue Society. 








that, owing to Lady Holker’s delicate state of health, Sir 
John and Lady Holker are about to proceed to the South of France for the 


It is stated that Lord Selborne is so much improved in health that his 
medical advisers allowed him to travel up to town on Wednesday to trans- 


Supreme Court (says the Pacific Coast Law Journal) has jast 
Master in Unancery, 














CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Sortctron—Costs—Cnaroine Orper—‘‘ Property Recovered or Pre- 
sERVED ”—Soricirors’ Acr, 1860 (23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127), s. 28.—In a case 
of Emden v. Carte, before the Conrt of Appeal on the 3rd inst., a question 
arose as to the right of a solicitor, under section 28 of the Solicitors Act of 1860, 
to a charging order for costs upon “ property recovered or preserved ” by means 


of an action. The action was brought by an undischarged bankrupt claiming 

a large sum of mouey which he alleged to be due to him by way of remunera- 

tion for professional services as an architect, rendered by him to the defendant, 

and also damages for wrongful) dismissal by the defendant, and some further 

relief, The services in question had been, in fact, rendered after the commence- 

ment of the bankruptcy, of which, however, the defendant was ignorant. The 

action was brought without the knowledge of the trustee in the bankruptcy. 

The writ was issued in June, 1880. On the 15th of November the defendant 

delivered a statement of defence, by which he denied that he was under any 

legal liability to the plaintiff, but.at the same time said that, if he was, the 

largest amount to which the plaintiff could, on his own shewing, be entitled 

was £360. And the defendant, on delivering his defence, paid the sum of 

£360 into court. On the 19th of November the plaintiff took out a summons, 

asking that the £360 might be paid out to him, and on the 24th of November 

the trustee, to whose knowledge the action had just come, took out a similar 

summons, asking that the £360 might be paid out to him. Before these sum- 

monses had been heard the trustee took out another summons, asking for an 

order substituting him as plaintiff in the action for the bankrupt, on the 
ground that the right to recover the sums claimed was vested in him and not 
in the bankrupt. The bankrupt resisted this application, on the ground that 

tha claim was in respect of the proceeds of his personal labour, the right to 

which did sot devolve on the trustee. Fry, J., held (29 W. R. 600, L. R. 17 
Ch. D. 169) that the right to both the remuneration and the damages claimed 

was vested in the trustee, and he made an order adding the trustee as a co- 
plaintiff in the action. This order was afterwards affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal (L. R, 17 Ch. D. 768). Between the making of this order by Fry, J., 

and the hearing of the appeal, the solicitor who had acted for the bankrupt 

in the action took out a summons, asking for a declaration that he was enti- 
tled, as the solicitor employed by the bankrupt in the prosecution of the 
action, to a charge on the £360 for his taxed costs of or in reference to the 
action as such solicitor, and that the same might be taxed and paid to him 
out of the £360. Un the hearing of this summons it was urged on the solici- 
tor’s behalf that he was entitled to the unlimited order for which he asked, and 
which was in fact in the very terms of section 28, and that, though the section 
only says that ‘*it shall be lawful” for the court to make the order, those 
words are imperative in an Act relating to the establishment of a right. On 
taxation the taxing master would only allow proper costs. On behalf of the 
trustee it was contended that the effect of making an order in the unlimited 
form asked for would be to give the solicitor a charge on the fund in respect 
of the costs incurred in resisting the trustee’s claim to be made a party to the 
action, and that this would be most anjust. But the trustee offered to consent 
to an order giving the solicitor a charge for his costs down to the date of the 
payment into court. The solicitor would not accept this offer, and thereupon 
Fry, J. (29 W. R. 840) dismissed his summons with costs. His lordship was of 
opinion that the money in court had not been “ recovered or preserved” within 
the meaning of section 28, inasmuch as the action had been brought withthe view 
of obtainiog a payment, not to the trustee, but to the bankrupt, which would 
have been the actual result had not the bankrupt’s summons for payment to 
him of the money in court been intercepted by the intervention of the trustee. 
The Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and Baccatiay, Brert, and LinDLey, 

L.JJ.) held that the £360 was “ property recovered or preserved’? by means 
of the action, and that the solicitor was entitled toa charge upon it for his 
taxed costs of the action down to the date of the intervention of the trustee. 
Jesse, M.R., thought that Fry, J., bad been misled by the argument adduced 
to bim, that under the terms of the Act an unlimited order must be made, 
the result of which would be to give the present applicant a charge for all 
the costs whether properly or improperly incurred ; in fact, a charge for the 
cost of resisting the trustee's claim to a made a party to the action, The 
Master of the Rolls, however, thought that section 28 was capable of a 
rational constraction. Under the Judicature Act money could be paid into 
court by a defendant who, at the same time, denied his liability to the 
plaintiff altogether, and the L yrpred was entitled to take the money out, 
and to keep it as his own ; and if there was a sum of money in court in an 
action, which the plaintiff had only to ask for in order to get it, surely it 
was his money, and it was “‘ recovered or ed” by the action. Then 
the question was whether, under section 28 of the Solicitors Act, the 
judge was d to make an order simply giving the solicitor a charge on 
the ‘ property recovered or preserved,” which would give him a charge for 
all the costs of the action. The words of the section were not as clear as 
they might have been ; but it could not have been intended that the judge 
should give the solicitor an unlimited charge on the property recovered or 
preserved. Of course it could only mean a charge ag we gr fore perey or 
preserved through the solicitor’s instramentality, for what was he 
to wet tig gb Obviously it must be for some costs due to him, and the 
judge had to direct for what costs the charge was to be given. This was 
shown by the latter part of the section, The must be for the taxed 
costs of the solicitor, It could not mean his costs whether properly or 
improperly incurred. That would be ma nonsense of a provi- 
sion. I¢ must meaa costs properly incu and it was the daty of the 
jadge so to limit the order. In the present case an unlimited would 
work gross injustice ; it would give the bankrupt’s solicitor out of the 
trustee's fund the costs of opposing the trustee's successful claim. But the 
judge ought to have given the solicitor a charge for his costs of the action 
ap to the time when the trustee intervened, The trustee took the benefit 
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of the action, and ought to pay the cost of it ly to that time. Bat, con- 
sidering all the circumstances, justice would be done by giving no costs of 
the applicationin either court, BaccALLay, L.J., said the effect of Berdan v. 
Greenwood (26 W. R. 902, L. R, 3 Ex. D. 251) was that, when money was 
he into court by a defendant, the pry could either take it out in satis- 
otion of his claim, or he might take it out and goon with the action to recover 
alarger amount. Bat, in any event, even if the defendant ultimately proved 
that he was under no liability to the plaintiff, the plaintiff was entitled to 
retain the money which he had taken out. The trustee intervened in the 
action, and took the benefit of it; and there was no reason for depriving 
the solicitor who brought the action of that charge for his costs which he 
would have had if the trastee had not intervened. Brerr, L.J., said that 
mv. was really an authority for saying that money paid 
into court by a defendant who denied his liability in toto was ‘‘ recovered 
or preserved ” for the plaintiff in the action by the exertions of his solicitor. 
By reason of the plaintiff's bankraptcy in this case, the money went to his 
trustee. The trustee took the benefit of the action, and the bankrupt’s 
solicitor ought to have a charge for his costs up to the date of the trustee's 
intervention. Livpuky, L.J., expressed his opinion to the same effect.— 
Sorrcrrors, F. C. Tudor ; J. J. Winser ; Beyfus & Beyfus. 





Frrenpiy Socrery—Loan By Trustees on Unavrnorizep Srevriry— 
RIGHT To RECOVER FROM BorroweR—ILLEGAL TRANSACTION—FRIENDLY 
Socretigs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), ss. 16, 18.—On the 5th inst., the 
Court of Appeal (Jesse, M.R., and Brerr and Linpiey, L.JJ.) reversed the 
decision of Fry, J., in the case of Coltman v. Coltman (29 W. R. 923, 25 
Soxtorrors’ JourNaL, 779). The question was whether a loan by the trustees 
of a friendly society out of its funds to a person not a member of the society, 
on his personal security, is made by the above Act an illegal transaction, so 
that the trustees cannot recover the money from the borrower. Fry, J., held 
that the loan was illegal, and that the money could not be recovered. Section 
16 of the Act authorizes the trustees of a friendly society to invest its 
funds, with the consent of the committee of management, in certain specified 
ways, and “ upon any other security expressly directed by the rules of the 
society, not being personal security, except as hereinafter authorized with 
respect to loans.” And section 18 provides for the making of loans to members 
of the society on their personal security. Jzssex, M.R., was of opinion there 
was nothing in the Act to make the loan illegal. It did not even expressly 
es @ loan on personal security; it merely made it a breach of trust 
or the trustees to make such a loan. There was nothing to make the 
loan per se illegal. His lordship was not satisfied that an express pro- 
hibition to the trustees to lend on personal security would have made the 
lending an illegal transaction, There would only be an appropriation of the 
money to the trustees’ own purposes, Bat it was not illegal to lend the 
money so appropriated, or to recover it from the borrower. There being 
nothing illegal in the borrowing, or in the purpose to which the money was 
applied, his lordship was quite unable to understand how the borrower 
could set up the defence that he was relieved from his liability to repay the 
money on the ground that it belonged to a friendly society. Brerr, L.J., 
said that section 16 was not a prohibitory one, but an enabling one, 
Withont it the trustees would have had no authority to lend the money of 
the society on any security ; they required a statutory power to enable the m 
to do it. The money was lent without authority. Did it follow that the 
contract was an illegal one ? His lordship thought not. The borrower 
could not set up the want of authority to lend as a defence to an attion for 
the money which he had agreed to repay. Linpuey, L.J., said that thealleged 
illegality came to this, that the lenders of the money got it from an 
improper quarter. There was nothing illegal in the borrower's promissory 
note.—Soricrrors, Robinson, Preston, ¢ Stow; Wright ¢ Law. 





Marrgrep. Woman—Next Frrenp—Avrnortty—So.icrror—Costs.— 
In a case of Schjott v. Schjott, before the Court of Appeal on the 4th inst., 
the question arose whether a defendant to an action purporting to be 
brought by a next friend on behalf of a married woman, was entitled to 
have the action dismissed on the ground that the next friend had no 
authority from the married woman to bring the action. The defendant 
alleged that the next friend had no authority ; the next friend made an 
affidavit, in which he did not say he had authority, and no authority 
was proved. Bacon, V.C., held that a next friend could not be inter- 
rogated as to his authority ; and that, until the married woman came 
forward and said that sbe had given no authority or someone else proved it, 
the case must go on. He, therefore, refused the defendaut’s application 
to dismiss the action. The ¢ was not argued ia the Court of Appeal, 
but the court (Jesser, M.R., and Baccattay, Brerr, and Linp.iay, 
L.JJ.) treated it asa matter of course that the next friend, if challenged 
by defendant, was bound to prove his authority. They came to 
the conclusion, in the present case, that the married woman had not 
authorized the next friend to bring the action, and they dismissed the 
action, ordering that the next friend's solicitors should personally pay the 
em han both courts. —Soxicrtors, Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes; Best, Webb, & 

‘empleton. 





Cuam acatnst Estates or Deceasep Man—Uncorronoratep Evt- 
DENCE OF CLAIMANT.—In a case of Stevens v. Morson, before the Coart of 
Saye on the 4th inst., the court (Jesse, M.R., and Baaeatay, Baer, 

Linpuxy, L.JJ.) dismissed an appeal from the refusal of a claim made 
against a testator’s estate, on the ground (inter alia) that there was no evi- 
dence in epee of the claim bat that of the claimant himself. Lixp.ey, 


admitted, was a sound general rule. It was not an absolute rale of 
that a judge would be bound to direct a jury as a matter of law that 
could not find for such a claim if it was supported by no other evidence. 
But the judge ought to warn the jury of the d —- on such 

way 


q 


dence if uncorroborated. If, however, the jury on such 
dence, no court would set aside their verdict; and, in the same 
Court of Appeal would not disturb the decision of -a who 
declined to act on such evidence.—Soxicrrors, Pyke & Minchin; Argles, 
Rand-Bailey, § Argles. 
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Costs—TaxaTion—INtTeRLocuToRY MotioN—Copres or Pieapivecs— 
AppvitionaL Rutes or Court, 1875, Oxp. 6, Scuepvts—* Cortes.”—In 9 
case of Warner v. Mosses, before the Court of Appeal on the 5th inat., the 
question arose whether, on the taxation of the costa of an interloontory appli- 
cation, the costs of copies of the pleadings for the use of counsel and the 
court ought to be allowed. The defendant had moved to strike out part of 
an affidavit filed on behalf of the plaintiff, on the ground that it was soan- 
dalous. Bacon, V.C., refased the motion, bat the Court of Appeal ordered 
the passages ia question to be struck out, aud that the plaintiff should pay 
the costs of the application in both courts. On taxation the master refused 
to allow the costs of copies of the pleadiogs for the use of counsel, of a 
copy for the use of the Vice-Chancellor, and three copies for the use of the 
three jadges of the Court of Appeal, on the ground that the rule is not to 
allow costs of copies of pleadings before the trial of an action, Bacon, 
V.C., refused to alter the decision of the taxing master. The Court 
Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., Brerr and Linptex, LJJ.) held that the cost 
copies of the pleadings must be paid by the plaintiff. No such ge 
rale should be laid down, On some interlocutory applications it might be 
essential that the court should look at the pleadings, as in the present case, 
in which the passages complained of would not be scandalous if they were 
relevant, and the court could not jadge of their relevancy without care- 
fally examining the pleadings.—8S »Licrrors, Jenson, Cobb, ¢ Pearson; J. W. 
Sykes, 
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Company—Winpinc uP—Appiication For Osper tHat . Liqumator 
TAKE CoUNSEL’S OPINION 4s TO ProceEDING AcaInst Dimector—Locus 
StanpI—BankKrurt ContrisvTory—Companres Act, 1862, 8, 77.—On the 
5th inst. the Court of Appeal (Jessez, M.R., and Baerr and Lispier, L.JJ.) 
reversed the decision of Fry, J., in the case of In re The Cape Breton Company 
(25 Soxrcrrors’ JounnaL, 779). The question was as to the locus stendi to 
apply for an order directing the liquidator of a company in liquidation to 
consult counsel as to taking proceedings against one of the directors to recover 
moneys alleged to have been improperly received by him out of the purchase- 
money paid by the company for a mine which they had acquired. An order 
was made by Fry, J., in chambers, upon the application of a person who was 
on the list of contributories, that, upon the applicant depositing with the 
liquidator the sum of £100, the liquidator undertaking to return the same to 


him, or such part thereof (if any) as the ju should 
pa (if any) judge thereupon ye 


the liquidator should forthwith proceed to lay a case counsel, 

obtain his opinion on what steps (if any) could be teken for the 
recovery by the liquidator from the director of the moneys in question, and 
what was the most expedient course to adopt for the purpose, and it was 
ordered that, upon counsel’s opinion being obtained, the liquidator should 
forthwith apply to the judge for directions. An application to discharge this 
order was made by two persons who were creditors and contributoties of the 
company, and who had liberty to attend the proceedings in the winding up, 
on the ground that the contributory who had obtained the order wasa bankrapt 


F 


and undischarged, and that consequently he had no i 
Fry, J., said that so long as the applicant was oa 
be must be taken to have an interest, and to be enti 
tion, Moreover, as the proceedings were to be 
harm could be done to anyone. The Court of Appeal 

section 77 of the Companies Act, 1862, the trustee ia 
sented the bankrupt for all the purposes of the winding up. 
standi to make the application, and there was no jurisdiction to 
on his application, The order Was accordingly discharged. 
Doliman & Pritchard ; Harper, Broad, & Betteuks Norton, Rose, $ Co. 
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Costs—TaxaTionN—SHORTHAND Warirer’s Norses oF Evipsnce—Spactab 
Direction spy Court—Orp. 58, gr. 11, 12.—Ia a case of Bari De La Warr 
v. Miles, before the Court of Appeal on the 9th inst., a question arose as 
to the allowance on the taxation of the costs of a successful appellant 
the costs of the notes taken by a shorthand writer of the oral evidence 
on the trial before the jadge of first instance. Bacon, V.C., bad 
trial given jadgment for the plaintiff. The defendants 
Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, La 
xave the appellants the general costs of the on and 
application, however, Was made to the Court of 

directiog for the allowance of the costs of copies of the shorthand 
the evidence at the trial, and no such directi 

The order having been drawn up and passed and entered, — 


to the taxing master to allow the coste of copies of the shorthand notee. 
The court (Jusset, M.R., Lusu, and Liyotey, L.JJ.), refased the applica- 
tion. They said that the role was laid down by the Court mito oe in 
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Ashworth v. Outram (27 W. BR. 98, L. R. 9 Ch, D. 483) thar such would 
not be allowed unless a special direction for their allowance was given by 
the jadge who tried the action, or by the Court of A and that rale 


had been consistently followed. Aud the 





L.J., said that the rule that a claim against the estate of a dead man, sup- 
ported only by the uncorpoborated testimony of the claimant, would not be 





ought to be made at the trigl or the hearing of the appeal, orat any sate 
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beforé the judgment or order was and entered. After that hed | In re Colonial Assurance Corporation (Limited), before Chitty, J., on the 5 
Soths Oee thectenss & judgment or ordet of the court; which the court had | inst., a petition was presented by e society, under secti 1s of the Lif 
‘or 


fio power to alter except in the case of an accidental slip. Jzssxt, M,R., 
paid that any other rale would cause the greatest inconvenience. The 
cate showed the utility of such a rule, for, in order to determine 
hether ehortland notes were , the court, which was now 
Gonstituted entirely of judges different from those who heard the 
appeal, must rehear it. As a general rule (though there were exceptional and 
extraordinary cases) the notes of the evidence taken by the judge, and certainly 
when supplemented by the notes taken by counsel, were amply sufficient. 
A sbortband writer was not sufficiently acquainted with the facts of the case, 
and during the course of the triel he was often changed, and, therefore, he 
was very liable to make mistakes. Moreover, if he did not understand the 
answer of a witness, he could not, as the judge could, ask the witness to repeat 
it. It was impossible, therefore, to say eq a general rule, a shorthand 
writer’s notes were the most perfect record of the evidence. The costs of making 
copies of them were very great, aod the copies increased the costs of counsels 
briefs and also tended to the waste of the time of the court with immaterial 
evidence. There were no doubt some exceptional and extraordinary cases in 
which it was desirable that there should be shorthand notes of the evidence, 
and in those cases the court could give a special direction for the allowance of 
the costs of copies of the notes. Lusu, L.J., said that it was the duty of the 
jusior counsel and also of the judge to take a full note of the evidence. And 
if the order did not contain a direction to allow the costs of fon ye of shorthan 
notes, the taxing master hed no discretion to allow those .— SoLiciTors, 
Horne, Hunter, & Birkett ; Cope ¢ Co. 


oe 


Wut Construction—“ Campren ”—Leoitimacy—Foreien La w.—In 
a case of Forrestier v. Buddicombe, before Fry, J., on the 4th inst,, a question 


arose as to the construction of the word ‘‘ children ” in the will of a domiciled | Pers 


Englishman. He had given the income of a trust fund to F’. for his life, and 
after bis death the trustees were to hold the fund on trust for F.'s children. 
The eldest child of F. was born in France previously to the marriage of his 

ts, but by their subsequent marriage he became, according to the law of 
Sonien legitimated. The question was whether he was to be considered as 
legitimate for the purpose of taking under the will, as one of the children of 
F: Fry, J.; held that the principle of the recent decision of the Court of 
A in In re Goodman's Trusts (29 W: R. 586, Ls R. 17 Ch. D. 266, 
25 Soxicitors’ Journ®at, 470), as to the construction of the word “ children ”’ 
in the Statute of Distributions, applied, and that the eldest child was entitled to 
share in the fund.—Soricirors; Darley ¢ Cumberland. 





Practice—Trvustez Rewer Act—Payment ovt or Court—MARrRiEp 
Woman Peririonen—Serarare Estate—Mageitp Women’s Prorerty 
Act, 1870, s. 11.—A t u the construction of section 11 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. 0. 93), arose upon an 
application to Vice-Chancellor Hall in Re, Fisher's Trusts, upon the 9th inst. 
A petition bad been presented under the Trostee Relief Act for payment out 
of court of a fund, certain shares in which were claimed as separate estate 

two married women, who were co-petitioners with other parties intetested. 
ir husbands were made tespondents, bat they did not petition by next 
friends. The petition stated their alleged title, the fact of their respective 
marriages having taken plate since August 9, 1870, and their desire that 
the lication should be considered as made under the provisions of the 
Womén’s Property Act, 1870. Section 11 of that Act provides that 
“8 married woman may maintain an action in her own name for the recovery 
of any wages, earnings, money, and property by the Act declared to be her 
sephrate property, or of any property belonging to her before marriage, and 
which her husband shall, by writing under his band, have agreed with her 
shall belong to her after marriage as ber separate property, and she shall 
bave the same remedies, both civil and criminal, against all persons whom- 
soever for the protection snd security of such wages, earninge, moneys and 
property, and of any ebattels or other property purchased or obtained by 
ineans thereof for ber own ute, as if such wages, earnings, money, chattels, 
and property belonged to her as an unmarried woman ; and in any indict- 
ment or Sauk ona ne it shall be sufficient to allege such wages, earnings, 
money, cb and property to be her -” Some of the respondents 
being resident abroad, an order bad been obtained for leave to serve copies 
of the petition ont of the jurisdiction, bat the registrar had refused to draw 
up that order, upon the ground that the women could not proper! 
apply to the court without next friehds. Application was, theréfore, no 
sade to the court that the order for service out of the jurisdiction might be 
and entered, notwithstanding that two of the petitioners were married 
women without friends. Reference was made to the foregoing section, 
and to Moor ¥. (27 W. RB. 312). Hat, V.C., considered that the 
case was covered by the teri “‘ remedies,” and gave the direction as re- 
quested,—So.icitors, Woodbridge & Son. 


Practice—Appine Praustizs—Conxeznt—Roies oy Court, 1875, orp. 
16, B. 13.—In a ease of Coz v. James, before Chitty, J., on the 4th inst., an 
application was made for leave to add « new plaintiff, and a question arose a8 
to whether the consent mentioned in ord. 16, r. 13, and required to be given 
before a plaintiff is added, must be in writing. Sort 1. was of opinion 
that the consent need not be in writing, snd that it wae sufficient if the solici- 
tor for the existing —— stated he was anthorizéd to consent on behalf of 
the proposed new plaintiff, the solicitor taking the ordinary responsibility of 
using a person’s name as a plaintifi—Soricrton, Worthingion Evans, 








Assvrance Compawy—Transren oy Business To avornen Companr— 
is Gazetre—Tine—Petinios—Heaving—In « case of 








Assurance Companies Act, 1870, for the confirmation by thé edutt of a trans- 
fer of its business to another company. The petition was ouly entitled in the 
matter of the Life Assurance Act aad fot in that of the Compautes Act, 1862, 
Notice of the application was inserted in the London Gazette on the Ist inet, 
only, and a question was raised as to whether this was a safficient time before 
the hearing of the petition, It appears that there ie ho time pointed out 
the Act for the advertisement, and no rules have been made under the Act. 
Copi of the proposed deed of transfer had been forwarded to all the policy: 
h a in the transferring company and no dissetits to the proposed trana: 
fer had been received. The transferor and transferee cotipiny had both 
wer to transfer or amalgamate with another company. Oxtrry, J., con- 
rmed the transfer, and held that the petition need not be éntitied in the 
matter of the Companies Acts, and that the advertisement in the Gazette was, 
under the circumstances, sufficient.—Sortcrrons, Wynne, Baxter, & Rance. 





Wirr—Constrvcrion—tirt to Seconp Coustns—First Cousins once 
REMOVED.—In acase of Re Bonner (deceased), Tucker v. Good, before Chitty, J., 
on the 8th inst., a question arose on the construction of the will of the testator 
in the cause, whether a gift to second cousins was good in favour of first cousins 
of the testator once removed, The testator had mentioned his second cousins 
in four se parts of the will, and his residuary gift was in their favour: It 
appeared that the testator had no second cousins, strictly so called, either at 
the date of his will or at his death, but be had some first cousins onge removed; 
whom he knew. It was contended that as there were no second cousins in 
whose favour the could apply, the property went to the next of kin: 
Currry, J., said that the testator was anxious to make a provision for his 
**gecond” cousins, and as he had no second cousins, strictly so called—ie., 
ns descended from the same great grandfather—it was reasonable to say 
that the testator was pointing to those individuals whom he knew and desired 
to benefit. Moreover; he thought that that view was within the authorities on 
the sabject. As he read the case of Re Parker (L. R. 16 Oh. D, 528), the Master 
of the Rolls had held that the words had a well-defined legal meaning ; but 
there werd two exceptions, one where the context altered the meaning, and the 
other where there were no persons at the date of the will strictly answering the 
description. In that case there was a misdeséription, and the court was enti- 
tled to find out what class of legatees the testator intended to describe. Slade 
v. Forth (9 Sim. 386) he thought also was an authority to thé same effect: 
In the present case he thought the testator intended his first cousins once 
removed to take, end he should so decide.—Soxtcrrors, Combe & Wainwright ; 
Lovell, Son; & Pitfield; Pattison, Wigg, & Co. 





PracticeE—ATACHMENT OF Desr—EQuirante Dest— Depts owiIne 
OR ACCRUING’”’—VENDOR AND. PurCHAsER—PtRCHASE-MONEY WHEN ATTACH- 
ABLE—RvtEzs or Court, 1875, orD. 45, 8. 2.—In a case of Howell v, Metro- 
politan District a Company, before Ohitty, J., on the 9th inst., an im- 
portant point was raised as to the effect of garnishee orders nist in cases of 
specific performance, It appeared that certain land, the property of the plain- 
tiff, had beén taken by the railway company, and the purchase-money payable 
had been fixed by the verdict of a jury on November 27, 1878. <A writ was 
subsequently issued for the specific performance of the contract, and on Ma 
8, 1879, the usual judgment for specific performance was pronounced, an 
on a good title being found, the purchase-money was ordered to be paid. 
The chief clerk subsequently made his certificate, certifying that a good title 
was found, on December 4, 1878. By the order on further consideration the 
purchase-money was ordered to be paid into court, and was sow in court. 
The vendor had given several mortgages and charges on the fund, and various 
judgment creditors had obtained garnishee orders nis? udder ord. 45, r. 2, at 
various periods subsequent to the verdict, and up to, and also after, the order 
on further consideration, and the payment into court. The question was now 
argued on an adjourned summons, to ascertain the priorities, and whetber 
any of the garnishee orders nisi effected atiy cliarge on the fund in court. 
Onirry, J., said the question depended on the construction to be put upon 
ord, 45, r, 2, and particularly on the words ‘* debts owing or accruing,’’ Accord- 
ing to the authorities under the rule, and the Comaion Law Procedure Act, 
the debts mast be due and accruing, and they must also be in the hands of 
the garnishee, As to the first point, whether there was an attachable debt at 
the time of the verdict, in his opinion the 49th and 50th sections of the Land 
Clanses Consolidation Act, 1845, only created a machinery for ascertainitg 
the amount of purchase-money fe ye It was admitted that execution for 
the purchase-money could not have issued, and he thodght he should be mis- 
reading the sections if he said that upon verdict there was an attachable debt 
due from the company. It had been held that when the purchase- 
was fixed by an award, there was no attachable debt, and he could see no 
distinction in principle between that case and where the money was fixed by o 
verdict. In fact, there was no debt recoverable, except on tendér of the éon- 


veyance. Again, upon the issue of the writ there was no distinction, apd he 
did not think the purchase-money could be attached, On the ent for 
ance, the money was not payable unless a title was 

and although in one sense it was an equitable debt, he did not 


think it could be attached under the order: On December 4, 1878, by the 
chief clerk’s certificate it was proved that a good title had been shown, but 


even then the payment of the purchase-money was only conditional upon a 
conveyance ra creates. By A order on farther consideration, the con- 
ecu 


veyance was xecuted, and the Vict Py res Wel into 

court, but it was clear on the anthorities that after the pay t in 2 

the garnisheo order did not affect the fund. He was therefore of Nar 

at no time had there been a debt attachable under the order; the debt h 

never been D ge debt, and was ooly payable on the execution of a con- 

veyance, claims of the garnishees therefore oe F hehben 
, Chaplin, ¢ Peck ham, 


T, A. Allingham ; Aldridge, Thorn, § Morris ; 



























Nov. 12) 1881. 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


27 
Ses 











CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY REGISTRARS. 


(Before Mr, Recistkak BrovenaM, acting as Chief Judge.) 
November 3,— Hx parte Nicholson's Discount Company (Limited). Re Guerrier, 


A creditor by inadvertence made a proof of debt egainst the estate of a bankrupt 
lien which 


without mentioning a the creditor had upon certain shares, or assessing 
the value thereof. 
Upon an application made fof that purpose, the court allowed the creditor 
t rubato fea root oo out the shares ; the creditor to pay the trastee 
costs of the application, 
This was an ap 


ication en behalf of Nicholaon’s Discount po ap 
(Limited) for an that the company might be at sey to rectify or 
amend the proof made by them, or on their behalf, against the bankrupt’s 
estate on the 15th of September last, fer the sum of £5,328 5s, ld., by the 
averment theréin, as part of the seourity held by them for their debt, of 
their lien upon, and crediting the value of, 100 shares of £10 each in the 
com » belonging to the company; snd standing in the bankrupt’s name 
in the or that the compshy might substitute in lieu of the proof 
already made a fresh proof against the estate, and rank as a creditor for 
the amount which should be due to them after the value of the shares 
should have been and deducted in the prescribed manner. 

It that at the date of the adjudication the bankrupt was indebted 
to the company in the sum of £5,328 5s: 1d. upon bills discounted, and at 
the time of the discount of the bills he held 100 shares in the company, 
upon which, by the terms of their articles of association and certain special 
resolutions annexéd thereto, the company had a lien. 

In order that the company might be represented at the first meeting, and 
be then enabled to make certain inquiries and investigations with reference 
to the transactions between the bankrupt and other persons, the solicitors 
of the company prepared the form of affidavit for proof of debt, but they, 
being unaware that such shares were standing in the bankrupt’s name, 
omitted any reference thereto in the proof. The m director, on the 
15th of September, made an affidavit of proof on behalf of the company for 


the sum of £5,328 5s, 1d. upon and in respect of the bills, and such proof 
was ted at the meeting. 
Subsequently, according to the affidavit, the managing director discovered 


that he had stated in the proof that the conipany had no security except 
the bills, and in the nutry of completing such proof, the omission to men- 
tion the lien of the company on the shares or to assess the value thereof in 
bag | nee ny peng — his attention. wah id th 
e shane wi treated the company as t) e 
security hel bY them for their debi, maa the omigsion to refer to the lien 
wag inadv. and unintentional on the part of the managing director 


had no authority whatever f @ CO! to give up or abandon 
the of the company upon the and the co y claimed to 
rectify or amend their proof or to make a fresh proof in substitution for it. 


J. Linklater, in sup’ of the application.—A f may be amended 
when there has been clearly a mistake as the affidavit of Mr. 
Nicholson, When a cteditor makes a deliberate election he will not after- 
wards be allowed to his mind, but the court will grant relief in the 
case of a meré mistake, Unless the proof was made with the deliberate 
intention of a security held by the company upon the shares, 
relief will be ted. He cited : Hx parte ag ae (L. 8.12 Ch. D. 387) ; 
Ex parte B apy ee Ba lec . 804) ; Ze parte Adamson 
(26 W. RB. 890, L, R. 8 Oh. D. 807). 


E. 0. Willis for the ti —Thé trustee desirés to take the ditections of 
the court upon the subj Wises the matiaging director of a company, 
who is awate of the exis' of a F egeips | proves a debt without due 
consideration, it is doubtful whether he ought to be allowed to rectify the 
proof, Mr. ‘Nic oleon does not suggest that he was ignorant of the fact 
that the company had security ; he must have known it, and where the 
omission is due to the creditor’s own laches, can the proof be rectified ? 
Unless some-d of strictness be observed, Ying ettors in proofs of debt 
may be overlookéd, and lootenéss of practice encouraged. 


Mr, Reaistrar Brovewam said the old ports with regard to proofs of 
debt was that when a tor swore he had no security, and it after- 
wards out that he security, he was not allowed to amend his 
proof, The rule was then much more stringent than now, as; under similar 
circumstances to the ¢, the creditor would not have been allowed to 
amend his , Butthe Nentened & setae décisions was to relax that rule, 
and in cere of inadvertence or e the court would allow proofs to be 
amen ere the was made by Mr, Nicholson as managing director of 
. Mr. Nicholson said thatafter making the pr 
hat the company had not received any satiafac- 


tion or ty whatsoever exce a Soot ge, and that, in the h 

of completing te prot the oe ‘3 lien at the povtaaiks | 
esca . That statement was not con- 

serena Ms Niobolson bad nob boon bey 






0 io 1 was to blame in not ha caréfully read over 
y to it. He feared, howevér, that itors were 

often too negligent in He made the affidavit without due 

reflection, and now he that the ocnipeny, ed secutity.” Under the 

pba eryg regent Pehg Fg Ayes hg % tied bad tose 

one 3 m e a as 

ccuioned bythe aeligene ofS, Nicolson It © had been Ignorant 

oe ee: ee ree not have been imposed ; bat 6 Was not 

and the order for coats would be made as a caution to creditors, 


Solicitors for Nicholson's Discount Company, Linklater & Co, 
Solicjtor for the trustee, 5, Chupman, 


SOCIETIES. 


LIVERPOOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY; 


The following are extracts froth the réport of the cémmitted of this 
soviety:— 

The number of members has been increased from 228 at the etid of last year 
to 233 at this date. The barristers and others, 
scribe to the library number 33, and 42 articled clerks have been nominated by 
members to usé the library. 

Administration of Justice—Members are aware that in January of this 
& committee of judges and others was appointed to consider what changes 
be expedient in the practice and procedare in the common law divisions ih 
the High Court of Justice. The committee, with the hearty dnd courteous 
co-operution of the Manchester Law Association, endeavoured to secure 
addition of Mr. Lowndes, who had served on the Jadicature 
that éommittee, considering it highly desirable, in the interests of 
solicitors, and espécially with a view to the utility of the 
registries, that a country solicitor should be appointed. In this 
conmimittee failed: They thereupon prepared a statethent of 
amendménts to the Rules and Orders of the Judicatare Acts, and 
tions for increasing the facilities for trial. Attention was also drawn 
poundage and other fees in Admiralty and Chancery as i 
in the other divisionsof the High Court, which members 
treated upon in the report of last year. This statement was laid 
Procedure Committee, and was circulated among a number of members 
Parliament and law societies of the kingdom, with the request that 
would memorialize to the om — ens memorials were 

uence forwarded to the judges. e report of the judges is 
pa the committee are glad to see that their efforts have 
recognized. That report will no doubt be very closely criticised, and your 
committee will carefully watch the course of events, and do their utmost to 
further the policy which this society has for so many years consistently 
advocated, 

Associated Provincial Law Societies. —A question having been raised as to 


the right of two or more societies, members of the association, } 
action independently of the association, your committee it 
to consider its position as a member of the Associated P Law S 


vie 
: Hee 


and to what extent its individual action was limited by the fact 
bership. A special sub-committee waa ore hype 
history and constitution of the association and the privileges of the constituent 


members. That sub-committee reported that there was » penning Deperees 
with the rulesof the association, or with the course whi ideal law 
societies have taken in times gone by, for two ar i to take any 
y ng the matter 

~ 


action they might think desirable, withont p 
to a meeting of the association, The committee, 


of the organization, was of the same opinion, and accordingly at a 
the pia om of the associated societi in on the 19th of J 
last, the president of this society read and in the following pa =| 


tion :—“ That thie society, having reason to suppose that a gy ey 

exists as to the right of two or more societies belonging to thé 

Provincial Law Societies to take action without i ing obing 
fing ty 


subject-matter of such action to the associated societies, an 
in the constitation of that association to prevent such 


its opinion that any two or more lawsociecties, being members of the Aaso- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies, shall be at liberty, whenever course may 
seem to them to be desirable, to act as they may think proper in reference to 
matters of professional interest, independently of and without previous com- 
munication with the association,” 3 
Civil Assise Arrangements.—The committee, have not lost of this im- 


portant matter, A conference, to which the Bi ieee 

Newcastle-on-Tyne, and Gateshead Law sookene wire a and w 

was attended by delegates from passages oe , and Newcastle-on- 

Tyne, waa held at this society’s rooms, and the statement which bad been pra- 
i populous centres 


pared by this committee, in certain 
sittiigs of the High Court of “Justice, was 


i“ 


statement was subsequently submitted to a of the 
Provincial Law Societies in London, and by them 
material alteration, Thé statement was printed and 0 
among members of this society. A sub-committee was formed to colle 
information, showing the neogssity for the ysed scheme, and to report 
as to the best mode of working it out in 1, That comm upon 
which Liverpool was represented, have completed their labours, have 
reported that a stronger oase can be made oat for contiauous sittings in the 
districta of the ong tad of Salford and bing go 4. with Ty aod 
Liverpool as centres, t for any other part country, there- 
fore recommended that the law societies of Manchester and Liverpool draw 
up a scheme for continuous sittings in those cities. The astention of the 
Government daring the paat seasion of Parliament has been so mauoli 
oceupied with Irish affairs that the apportanity of upon them the 
granting of additional agsize facilities did not ocoar. of the resole- 
tions have, however, been transmitted to the Lord Chancellor, the Attornes- 
General, and the Solicitor-General ; and, on the occasion of the second 
reading of the Supreme Court of Judicature Actes Amendment Bill, Mr. 
Whitley, M.P., dn the suggestion of this society, drew the attention of the 
House of Commons to the defective civil assize arrangements for Lancashire. 
A large nuniber of members of Parliament promised to give Mr. Whitley 
their support. It is that with a well-digested scheme, supported by 
the weight of all the country law societies, something may be done during 
country in the manner 


the ee by to facilitate the trial of causes in the 








suggested by this society, 
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Court of Chancery of the County Palatine of Lancaster.—The report of last 
year referred to the attempt of the committee to obtain an assistant 
registrar in the Liverpool District Registry, and a statement is there con- 
tained of suggested changes in the staff and working of the office. At that 
date no success bad attended their efforte. The committee, however, 
persevered ; and at length, in compliance with the request of the committee 
and in consideration of a written statement explaining the urgency of the 
matter, the Vice-Chancellor consented to receive a deputation, and has since 
adopted the recommendatious of this committee in almost every particular. 
The committee have sanguine hopes that by the valuable assistance of the 
Vice-Chancellor, which he has so readily and courteously given, the difficulty 
experienced by the profession in conducting their actions in the Chancery 
of Lancashire with dispatch will shortly be removed. The committee 
believe that solicitors will receive with great satisfaction the announce- 
ment of the desire of the Vice-Chancellor to reside within the district of the 
Palatine Court, and to hold fortnightly sittings in Liverpool and Manchester. 
The institution of chamber sittings in the district will be a great boon to 
suitors and the profession. Before the appointment of the present Vice- 
Chancellor your committee arranged a conference with the Manchester 
Incorporated Law Association, at which it was resolved to address the 
Chancellor of the Duchy and ask him to make it a condition of the appoint- 
ment that the new Vice-Chancellor should reside within the County Palatine, 
A letter was accordingly addressed to Mr. Bright, who promised to give the 
matter special attention. On the appointment of Mr. Fox-Bristowe a 
deputation waited upon him to congratulate him upon his appointment, 
and reference was again made to this question, and Mr. Fox-Bristowe 
then courteously intimated that the views of the committee should be 
favourably considered. It was feared that owing to the absence of the 
cumptroller in the month of August last, to be followed by the absence of 
the district registrar, inconvenience would have been found, and delays 
would have ocourred with the progress of actions, and especially in obtaining 
payment of money ont of court, accordingly this committee suggested to the 
Vice-Chancellor the desirability of appointing Mr. Ryland to transact the 
business of the registry while the registrar was away. This suggestion 
was adopted and has proved a great convenience to both solicitors and their 
clients. 

Court of Passage.—In the a part of this year the committee hoped that 
their suggested amendments in the practice and procedure of this court might 
have been added to the Liverpool City Police Superannuation Bill. It was 
found, however, impossible to carry out this intention, and the committee did 
not consider that they would be justified in promoting an independent Bill 
for the purpose. The town clerk promised to lay before the city council the 
draft amendments with a view of inducing the city council to take the matter 
up. The committee have also directed their attention to the practice (which, 
they are informed, obtains to a considerable extent), in the Court of Passage, of 
unqualified practitioners issuing writs in the name of the plaintiff, and the 
assessor has been communicated with on the matter ; he caused a notice to be 
exhibited in a conspicuous position in the registry cautioning unqualified 
agg against this practice, and stating the penalties incurred by their 
20 doing. 

lone Agents’ Charges.—Your committee have brought their report on this 
subject before the Associated Provincial Law Societies, It has been distributed 
among all the constituent societies, and the secretary of the association has 
obtained the opinion of most of them, which is generally favourable to some 
alteration of the present system. The matter is now before a special committee 
of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, whose views on 
the subject are not yet received. 

Points of Law and Practice in Conveyancing.—As numerous points of practice 
and professional etiquette frequently came before the committee for arbitrament, 
the committee resolved “that the Conveyancing Sub-committee should from 
time to time appoint three of their number to decide (free of charge) upon 
the matters which might be submitted to them by solicitors for their opinion.’’ 
The Conveyancing Sub-committee appointed Mr. Harvey, Mr. Jevons, and 
Mr. Thornley as the first referees, and several cases have been brought before 
and been decided by them. The committee hope that solicitors will avail them- 
selves of the facility thus afforded of a speedy and inexpensive mode of settling 
questions upon which they cannot mutually agree. Matters in dispute can 
be brought before the referees in the form of a written case, or, if preferred, 
a ents will be made so that the contending solicitors may appear before 
the arbitrators and argue vivd voce the points in difference. The referees’ 
opinion is generally obtained on the day following that on which the case 
is sibmitted. All communications should be addressed to the honorary 


secretary. 
Professional Misconduct.—The committee unfortunately have had to deal, 
during the past year, with several cases onder this head, In one instance 
the offending solicitor was suspended for twelve months, and in another for 
three years. The committee decide upon the facts submitted to them whether 
a prima facie case is established, and, if so, they remit the papers to the In- 
ted Law Society of the United Kingdom for the purpose of being 

laid before counsel, 


Saffron Walden Benefit Building Society v. Rayner.—This decision, which 
is of so great importance to the profession, called for the adoption of some 
uniform system in serving trustees and prior iacumbrancers with notices. The 
committee accordingly recommended to the members of this society that the 
solicitor to trustees or mortgagees sl:ould be employed to obtain his client's 
personal acceptance of service at a fee of 6s. 8d. for each trastee or other 
person to whom the notice was to be given, the solicitor giving the notice to 
provide a copy for each trustee, &c., a copy for the solicitor, and a copy to 
retain, and this recommendation was printed and circulated among members. 

The Bankruptey Bill —This Bil), which taarked a new departure from the 
principles ado in the various proposals of the last few years to amend the 
law and of bankruptcy, received the earnest consideration of the com- 





mittee. The committee on the whole considered the measure a good one; — 
but for reasons which have been already put [forth in their special report cir- 
culated among the members, they objected to certain clauses, and especially 
to the provision of the Bill which required every debtor to be adjudicated 
bankrupt. The efforts of the committee were principally directed to obtain 
the insertion in the Bill of clauses to provide for the arrangement of a debtor's 
affairs in certain cases by deeds. The matter was brought forward by the com- 
mittee at a meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, but, as there was 
considerable difference of opinion among the societies there assembled, no 
resolution was then passed on the subject, but it was left to each society to 
bring the matter before the President of the Board of Trade if they thought fit. 
Many of the resolutions of this society were, however, adopted, and ultimately 
the Bill and this society’s report (inter alia) were referred to a sub-committee 
of representatives of the Manchester, Liverpool, Birmiogham, Leeds, Hull, and 
Newcastle societies to consider and report upon. Mr. Lowndes and Mr. Morton 
attended that committee as the delegates from this society. A very elaborate 
report was presented, which was adopted at another meeting of the associated 
societies held in June last in London. In the meantime the president of this 
society having addressed a letter to Mr. Chamberlain specially on the question 
of deeds of arrangement and as to whether it was intended in connection with 
the working of the proposed new system to form a new ent of 
the Board of Trade under the control of a legal secretary, practically familiar 
with the law and practice of bankruptcy. He requested that a deputation 
should be sent to him, which accordingly waited upon him. Mr. Chamberlain 
promised to consider a clause to suspend the adjudication in bankruptcy 
until after the first meeting of creditors, in cases where it appeared to the court 
that it was to the interest of creditors to do so, or when the assets might be 
imperilled; and also as to the establishment of a special department of the 
Board of Trade to carry out the provisions of the Act. A clause was 
drafted, and, at Mr. Chamberlain’s request, submitted to him. Shortly 
afterwards the Bill was withdrawn from the House of Commons owing to 
pressure of business ; but asa measure is certain to be introduced next year, 
the committee hope that it may contain the modifications suggested by them. 
At the meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies above referred to, 
held in June last, the delegates from this society reported the result of their 
communication with Mr. Chamberlain, and it was thereupon resolved that the 
association should adopt the suggestions of the Liverpool Law — and 
support their amendments. The honorary secretaries were accordingly 
instructed to communicate with the President of the Board of Trade on the 
matter. This committee has also been in commanication with the Liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce on the subject of this Bill, and deputations have a 
meetings of that body to discuss its provisions. 

Conveyancing and Law of Property Act,—To the surprise of the profession 
at large, the Conveyancing and Law of eee Bill, 1881, which was 
introduced by Earl Oairns in the House of Lords (and which was in most 

ects a repetition of the Bill of 1880), after being referred to and passing 
under the consideration of a Select Committee of the House of Commons, 
became law. The Bill was carefully considered by the committee, and their 
report is already in the hands of members. A copy of the report of the 
committee was forwarded to Mr. Whitley, M.P., who was one of the Select 
Committee appointed by the House of Commons, and the committee are glad 
to state that the 5th section of the Bill (as to dispensing under certain 
circumstances with the investigation of titles), to which, in the committee’s 
opinion, there was the strongest objection, has been altogether omitted from 

e Act. It is needless for the committee here to repeat those objections, 
as their action, in conjunction with that of other societies, has been success- 
ful in obtaining the desired object. The committee cannot but regret that 
(in consequence, no doubt, of the general feeling that the Government 
would prefer themselves dealing with important alterations in the law and 
practice of conveyancing, and that the Bill would not become law) the Bill 
was not more carefully considered by the profession throughout the country 
generally. The Act is of a long and exhaustive nature, dealing with a great 
variety of subjects, and the committee recommend its provisions to the careful 
personal consideration of each member. 

Copyhold Enfranehisement.—This Bill, which contained many excellent 
proposals for effecting a speedy sweeping away of a cumbrous and trouble- 
some tenure, was carefully considered and reported on by the committee, who 
have circulated their report on the Bill in the usual manner. Unfortunately, 
the state of business in the House of Commons prevented its becoming law, 
but it is to be hoped that it may be re-introda during the next session of 
Parliament with greater success, 

Customs and Inland Revenue Act.—Section 28 of this Bill provided that 
the probate stamp should be placed on the affidavit of the person applying 
for probate instead of on the probate. The committee considered this 
undesirable, inasmuch as the probate would not thereby show the amount of 
stamp duty paid ; and further, that the affidavit is a document of a character 
frequently requiring alterations and re-engrossment after being sworn, and the 
inconvenience in obtaining repayment of the amount of the spoiled stamp 
would be and the amount would only then be refunded in soe 0 
The president of this society and Mr, Rathbone, M.P., saw Lord Fred 
Cavendish, M.P., and Mr, Algernon West, the deputy-chairman of the Inland 
Revenue Commis , on the matter. Some opposition was raised to the 

of this committee, and a considerable correspondence ensued with 
the authorities at Somerset House and this committee. As it appeared 
impossible to get any change made in the section, the committee directed its 
efforts to obtain facilities for the immediate return of stamp duty op a spoiled 
affidavit in cash. No definite reply has yet been received, but Mr. Algernon 
West has written that the Board of Inland Revenue are considering what regu- 
lations can be promulgated and what facilities afforded in the sense of the 
suggestions of this committee. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration Act.—This Bill, which is perhaps more important 
to solicitors, and affects their interests more than any Bill which bas heen 
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introduced during the past ten years, was again brought forward Earl 
Cairns. It differs somewhat from the Bill of the session of 1880 i pro- 
moters having adopted some of the suggestions of this society made in that 
year. The committee's report on the Bill is already in the hands of members, 
and it is not therefore necessary to detail its provisions here, but simply to 
relate the result of the efforts promised tobe made by such report. The 
committee thought it desirable in the interests of provincial solicitors that 
- hs ape of a provincial incorporated law society should form one of 
. — authorized to make general orders reg: the remuneration of 
solicitors in conveyancing and other non-contentious business, It would 
por the limit which can be allotted to the subject in this report to 
sta a in detail the of the committee to effect this object ; 
suffice it to say that, after encountering formidable difficulties of various and 
in some respects of unexpected kinds, the committee has succeeded in intro- 
ducing into the Act an amendment, which is to the effect that the Lord 
Chancellor for the time being may nominate, from time to time, the president 
of one of the provincial law societies to serve during the term of his office as 
one of the body appointed to regulate the scales of costs. The committee 
} aor the country solicitors upon having thus secured a direct voice on 
- sip ag p Agora he ypu upon =. recognition by Parliament for the 
t ti _the existence o vincial law societies: i 
er meee usefulness aad halieeee, oe ee 
upreme Court of Judicature Acts Amendment Act.—This very important 
| mam which was introduced at a late hour, scarcely snotved tie crleasion 
rom the law societies of the country that it deserved. The committee were 
strongly opposed to the proposal of the Bill that two judges should be selected 
from amongst the judges of first instance to sit in the Coart of Appeal. The 
payee va also thought that the present was the opportunity to enact that 
y judges of the Court of Ap ought to be relieved from the necessity 
‘ going circuit. A meeting of this committee and of the committee of the 
a mca Law Association of Manchester was held, at which resolutions to 
@ above effect were ssed, and copies were sent to the Lord Chancellor and 
Earl Cairns, with an intimation that the two societies desired to communicate 
further with their lordships as to the civil assize arrangements, and to send 
a deputation. The Lord Chancellor declined to see the deputation 
on the latter subject, inasmuch, as he submitted, it went beyond 
the scope of any legislation which the Government could undertake at that 
period of the session with any prospect of success, but his lordship promised 
to consider the resolutions submitted to him. As members are doubtless 
aware, the Bill was considerably modified, and that part which was objected 
to by the second of this society’s resolutions was eliminated. In common 
with a large number of other societies, the committee petitioned Parliament 
with reference to clause 24, which proposed to throw open the office of 
peas Pair yarn yd to pore ol as po as solicitors. The committee com- 
1 with several mem of Parliament, and ulti 
amended in the terms of the petition. J ppuecns wii penn eR 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
MicuagtMas Examination, 1881. 
GeneraL EXaMINation of Strupents of the Inns or Court, held at 
Lincoln s-ina Hall, on the 18th, 19th, 20th, and 2ist of October, 1881, 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a public examination :— 
Arratoon Thomas Apcar, Robert John Bealey, r Brierley, Leonard Syer 
Bristowe, Johan Frederick Caroe, Henry Cornish, Cecil Heory Cranstoun 
Machell Cowper, William Feildea Craies, Frederick Henry De Vos, Ernest 
Crawshaw Elgood, Frederick Branst:ém Fletcher, Charles Gurdon, William 
Hiddingh, Walter Moore Hodgkinson, Frederick Willoughby Jones, Edalji 
Jameetji Khory, Clement Hemery Lindon, Arthur Hubert Pearson, John 
Suckling Pritchett, Walter John Deacon Radcliffe, Alfred Standring, and 
Frederick Jobn Francis Wootton-Isaacson, of the Inner Temple; Charles 
Francis Barrow, David Fowler Barton, Alfred Crooke, Thomas Hedley, 
Thomas Morgan Joseph, Frederick Reid Scott Kemp, Edward George Macleod, 
Joseph Sidney Merton, Jolin O'Connor Power, Thomas Crossley Rayner, 
Edmund Theodore Roberts, Sydney Charles Tolley, aud Arthur Thomas Winn, 
of the Middle Temple; Thomas Barclay, Samuel Theophilus Gean Downing, 
Francis Henry Lancelct Errington, Charles Edward Grainger, Howard 
Hodgkin, Kai Ho, Arthur Moss Lawrence, Alan Macpherson, James 
MoMullen Rigg, George John Cayley Smith, and George William Talents, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, s, 

The following students passed a satisfactory examination in Roman law :— 
John Emmott Barlow, Ernest Maris Berger, Richard Newdigate Blandy, 
Charles Herbert Brown, William Moore Caon, William Nevill Montgomery 
Geary, Thomas Wentworth Grant, Thomas Tylston Greg, Jobn 
Heddon, Thomas Frederick Hobson, William Trench Kirkpatrick, Coldhum 
OCromp Knight, Herman William Loehnis, Arthur John Matthews, William 
Hepworth Mercer, William Stevenson Meyer, Harry Courthope Munroe, John 
Farrell jeringen — Charles Watson Powell, Kichard Bethell Allen Prichard, 
William Radcliffe, Charles Arthur Reeve, John Sanders Slater, Charles Giesler 
Thomas, H Francis Herbert Thompson, William Henry Trollope, Henry 
Bernard Isaac Vels, Robert Stuart Aucher Warner, Charles Arnold White, 
Robert Henry Walter Woodward, William Leonard Wrenford, and John Kirk- 
patrick Young, of the Inner Temple; Sidney Allen, William Ebenezer, 
Anthonyson, Jitendra Nath Bandyopadyay, William Bond, 
Herbert Morris Bower, William Clark, Charles Vandeleur Creagh, Obarles 
Shortt Dicken, Leonard Dunning, Thomas Brown Kirkbam, Ernest Lloyd, 
David Norman McNaughtoo, Henry John Manning, Andrew Aguew Stuart 


Gerald Osmond Vaughan, of the Mi T ; Ernest Agnew, Thomas 
Atkinson Chunder Nath Ba Eugine Emmanuel Coryat, Arthar 
Dadley Parr Dudley, coe re Arthor George Ferard, Fraocis 
Peter Gervais, Dhiray Kri Ghose, Themes Eoaty Sees Gen 
George Montague Merivale, Geor ty ee James Henry Renton, 

William Robert Sheldon, of fi ; George Lawtie Fagan, and 


Courthray Cracroft Spurrell Fooks, of roy fotor § Esqs. 


By Order of the Coun 
(Signed) 8. H, Watrozs, Chairman. 
Couneil Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, November J. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday, the 8th inst, Mr. E. G. 
Spiers being in the chair. Mr. E, Hepburn was elected a member. The 
question appointed for discussion was: “ Are the Conveyancing and Law of 
Property Act, ap or the aneaden earned 1881, ate 
reforms?” Mr. Indermaur o te ex isapprova 

Acts. A discussion followed in which Messrs, Fox, Richardeon. H. F. Brown, 
Napier, Bartlett, Rhys, Lemon, @; J. Green, Collier, aod Kirk took part. 
The expression of opinion was ly in favour of the first-mentioned Act 
though somewhat divided as tothe latter. A separate vote having teen taken 
in respect of each of the Acts, the question was answered in the affirmative by 
large majorities in each case. There were upwards of forty members 
present. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The 695th ordinary meeting of the Birmingham Law Stadents’ Society 
was held in the Law Library, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham, on Tuesday, the 
8th day of November, 1881, O. H. Edwards, Esq., in the chair. A hearty 
vote of thanks was passed to Edwin Parry, Beq., registrar of the 
Birmingham County Court, for his gift of books, to the value of £10 10s., to 
the society's library. On the proposition of Mr. G. Huggins, seconded 
Mr. W. S. Rogers, the following resolution was carried : “* That this 
desires to express its deep sympathy with the family of the late Mr. Joshua 
Williams, Q.C., and to record its admiration of his high personal qualities 
and rare learning, and its regret at the death of one who, in the year 1874, 
honoured this society by accepting the office of president, and who has dove 
more than any other writer of the century for the benefit of the law students 
of the United Kingdom.” The moot point for discussion was as follows: 
“B., being indebted in thesum of £50 to A., makes his will, whereby he 
gives A. a legacy of £50, and directs that all his debts shall be paid. Atthe 
time of his death A.’s debt is still unsatisfied, Can A. have both debt and 
legacy ?” The speakers on the affirmative side were Messrs. G. Huggins, 
Robinson, Lynes, Restall, and Davis: Messrs. W. H. Barber, G. T. 
Edwards, and Ooley argued for the negative. The opening speakers on 
either side having replied, the chairman summed up, and put the question 
to the meeting, when the question was decided in the affirmative by 
majority of two. A vote of thanks to the chairman concladed the meeting. 








OBITUARY. 


THE RIGHT HON. WILLIAM NATHANIEL MASSEY, MP. 


The Right Hon. William Nathaniel Massey, barrister, M.P., died at 71, 
Chester-square, on the 25th ult. Mr, Massey was born in 1809. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner ‘Temple in Hilary , 1844, and he ees oe 
several years on the Western Circuit, and at the Hampshire, th, 
and Southampton Sessions. He had a fair criminal practice, and he was for 
several years recorder of the borough of Portsmouth. He was M.P. for 
Newport in the Liberal interest from 1852 till 1857, when he was returned for 
Salford, and he was Under-Sreary of State for the Home Department 
from 1856 till the retirement of Lord Palmerston’s first Mivistry in 1858. In 
June, 1859, he became Chairman of Committees in the House of Commons, and 
he held that office till February, 1865, when he was oe Financial 
Member of the Council of the Governor-General of India, was also sworn a 
member of the Privy Council. He returned from India in 1868, in which 
year he unsuccessfully contested Liverpool. In November, 1872, he was 
elected M.P. for Tiverton, and he retained the seat until bis death. Mr, 
Massey was known as the author of a “ Hi of Eagland Daring the Reiga 
of George III.” He belonged to the Whig on of the Liberal party, but 
he bad not recently taken much part in parliamentary debates. He had 
been for several years chairman of the National Bank. Mr. Massey hed been 
twice married. His son, Mr. Charles Carleton M » was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1862, and is a member of the Western Cir- 
cuit. Mr. Massey was buried at Kensal Green Cemetery on the 29th alt. 


MR, CHARLES MARGETTS. 
Mr. Charles Margetts, solicitor and notary, of Huntingdon, died on 
16th alt., in his eighty-sixth . Mr. was born in 1796, and 
admitted a solicitor in 1818 He had practised for over sixty years 
Hontingdon, having been for a long time in partnership with his son 
Charles Berkeley Margetts, who was admitted a solicitor in 1862. He 
perpetual commissioner for Huntingdonshire and a notary public, and 


ieite 


df 


a very extensive private practice. He was at 
registrar of the archdeaconry of Han 


: 
3 
i 
f 


He was 





other important appointments, 







































































30 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Nov. 12, 188t. 








liberty of Huntingdon, on the abolition of which, by the passing of the first 
County Courts Act, he bepame registrar of the Huntingdon County Court 
(Circuit No. 35), and he held the office till 1867, when he was succeeded by 
his son. He was also for many years coroner for the hundred of Hunting. 
stone, and clerk to the Huntingstone Burial Board, and he had been several 
times under-sheriff for Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire. Mr, Margetts 
was a Conservative, and had taken an active part in muvicipal business, He 
was for several years a member of the Huntingdon Town Council, and he had 
served the office of mayor. 





MR. CHARLES WELLBORNE. 

Mr. Charles Wellhorne, solicitor, of 17, Duke-street, Southwark, died at 
Herne Bay on September 16, having been for many months in failing health. 
Mr. Wellborne was born in 1816. He had practised for over forty 
years within the borough of Southwark, and he had a large local practice in 
the South of London. He was formerly elerk to St. Olave’s Board of 
Guardians, and since his retiremest from that post he hed retained the posi- 
tion of solicitor to the board, He was also for many years superintendent 
registrar for the St. Olave’s district. Mr. Wellborne was also for many 
years a member of the St. Olave’s Vestry, dnd a representative of the parish 
at the St, Olave’s District Board of Works. His son, Mr. Charles Evelyn 
Wellborne, was associated in partnership with him. He kad been for many 
years a member of the Court of Assistants of the Clockmakers’ Company, 
and at the time of his death he was serving the office of master of the 
company for the second time. Mr, Wellborne was buried at Norwood Cemetery 
on September 21. 


or 


MR. EDWIN TYRRELL HURLSTONE. 


Mr. Edwin Tyrrell Hurlstone died suddenly at his lodgings in Thanet-place, 
Temple, on September 29, at the age of seventy-five. Mr. Hurlstone was born 
in 1806 and wascalled to the bar at theInner Temple in Hilary Term, 
1834. He was a member of the South-Eastern Circuit, and was known for 
many years as a reporter in the Court of Exchequer. He was one of the 
compilers of the series of ‘*Exchequer Reports,” which were continued by 
him in conjunction, first with the late Mr. Justice Norman, of the Bengal 
High Court, and afterwards with Mr. F. J.Coltman. Mr. Harlstone was 
appointed a revising barrister a few years ago, and at the time of bis death 
he was engaged in the revision of the list of voters for Hertfordshire. He 
had frequently suffered from epileptic fits, but a post mortem examination 
showed that his death had been caused by ruptare of the heart. 





MR. JAMES WILBERFORCE STEPHEN. 


Mr. James Wilberforce Stephen, second puisne judge of the Supreme Conrt 
of the colony of Victoria, died at Melbourne on the 14th of August. He 
had suffered for a long time from illness, but his death was rather sudden, 
Mr. Jastice Stephen was the son of the late Sir George Stephen, Q.C., of the 
Victoria bar, and cousin of Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, K.0.8.I. He 
was formerly fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
as fourth wrangler in 1844, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Hilary Term, 1849, He shortly afterwards went to Australia, and was 
called to the bar at Melbourne, where he had for many years a good equity 
practice. He was formerly a member of the Legislative Assembly, and he was 
fora short time Attorney-General for the colony. In 1878 he was appointed a 
puisne judge of the Supreme Court. Mr. Justice Stephen was an able lawyer, 
and was very highly esteemed at Melbourne and throughout the colony. 





MR, WILLIAM EASTLAKE, 

Mr. William Eastlake, solicitor, died at Plymouth on the 12th ult. Mr. 
Eastlake was the son of Mr. George Eastlake, solicitor, of Plymouth, and 
was born in 1821. Hewas educated at Repton School, and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1844, having been articled to his father, with whom he was for 
several years in partnership. He had practised for nearly thirty years at 
pY haa and during a great portion of that time he had been agent for the 
A os | at Plymouth, and Deputy Judge-Advocate of the Fleet. He had 
conducted many important prosecations for the Admiralty, and had taken part 
in may naval courts-martial, though he was prevented by ill-bealth from 
attending the recent inquiry into the loss of The Doterel. Mr. Eastlake was a 
nephew of the late Sir Charles Eastiake, R.A., and was himself an accom- 
plished artist, several of his water colour-sketches having been exhibited in 
London. He took a worm interest in the subject of artistic education, and 
in the management of the local school of art. Mr. Eastlake leaves a widow 
and a large family. 


MR, JOHN HURRELL. 

Mr. Jobn Harrell, barrister, died at his residence, Gwynne House, North 
Brixton, on the 15th ult., aftera very short illness. Mr. Hurrell was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1840, and bad practised for 
over forty years on the Home (and South-Kastern) Circuit, snd at the Surrey 
Sessions. He was one of the prosecuting counsel for the Post Office on the 
South-Eastern Cirenit, and had been for many years revising barrister for the 
borough of Southwark, and for the eastern division of the county of Surrey. 
He had only partly completed the county revision when he was attacked with 
the illness from which he died. Mr. Arbuthnot, the revising berrister for 
Mid-Sasrey, before commencing the revision of the liste at Wandsworth on 
Mo , the 17th ult., expressed his sorrow at the death of his colleague, 
and alladed to the ability with which the latter bad discharged his dutivs as 
& revisiag barrister. 








MR, JOHN BREWER. 


Mr. John Brewer, solicitor (of the firm of Rose 
of 6, Vistorin-street, and 24, Coleman-street, died i 
Clapham on the 6th inst., after a few weeks’ illness. Mr. Brewer was 
1822. He was for several yoars engaged in the office of Messrs. Baxter, Rose, 
& Norton, with whom he served his articles, and he was admitted a solicitor 
in 1871, Two or three years later he went into pastnersbte with Messrs, 
Philip Frederick Rose, Géorge Alfred St. Oraix Rose, Henry Elland Norton, 
and Weary T. Norton, and he had ever since practised at 6, Victoria- 
street, Weetminster, the firm having also a city office at 24, Coleman-street. 
Mr. Brewer had ey e ipetianes in pyar) Aa go ape ict fy years v6 
legal affairs of the London, Brighton, and South Coast Rai wey Company ha 
been under his direction. He represented the company at the inquest and the 
preliminary inquiry before thé magistrates as to the murder of Mr ; 
may oe . remembered that he was an attesting witness to the will of Lord 

msiieid, 


Norton, & Brewer), 
at his residence i 
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LORD CURRIEHILL, 


Mr. John Marshall, Lord Currishill, one of the judges of the Court of 
Session in Scotland, died at Curriebill, near Edinburgh, on the 5th inst., at 
the age of fifty-four. Lord Curriehill was the son of Mr. John Marshall, and 
was for many years a judge of the Court of Session in Scotland, with the title of 
Lord Curriehill, He was born in 1827, and was educated at the University 
of Edinburgh. He was admitted a member of the Faculty of Advocates in 
Scotland in 1851, and he enjoyed a good pacr for many years, being 
considered a high authority on all questions of conyeyancing and feudal law. 
In 1875, on the death of Lord Benbolme, he was coreg Lord Ordinary 
and assumed (like his father) the honorary title of Lord Oprriehill. He had 
within the last few months succeeded the late Lord Gifford as a member of the 
Second Division of the Court of Session. Lord Curriehill wag assessor of th 
University Court at Edinburgh. He had for several months been in 
health, and had visited the Continent for change of air. The deceased was 
unmarried. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Witt1am Reynett Anson, Bart., has been elected Warden of All 
Souls College, Oxford. Sir W. Anson is the eldest son of the late Sir John 
William Anson. He was born in 1843, and succeeded his father in the 
baronetey in 1873. He wes educated at Eton and at Balliol Oollege, 
Oxford, where he graduated first class in Jiter@ humaniores in 1866 
and he was afterwards elected a fellow of All Souls College. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1869, and he is a 
member of tho South-Eastern Circnit. Sir W. Anson was, in 1874, elected 
Vinerian Reader in Common Law. 

Mr. Henry Georce Aten, Q.C., M.P., and Mr. Ricuarp Everarp 
Wesster, Q.C., have been elected Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn. 

The Right Hon. Tuomas O’Hacan, Lord O'Hagan, late Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Ireland, has been created a Knight of the Order of St. Patrick. 
Lord O'Hagan is the eldest son of Mr. Edward O'Hagan, of Belfast, and was 
born in 1812. We was ealled to the bar at Dublin in 1836, and he was 
Solicitor-General in Ireland from 1860 till 1861, and Attorney-General from 
1865, when he was appointed a pnisne judge of the Court of Common Pleas 
and a member of the Irish Privy Council. He was M.P. for Tralee in the 
Liberal interest from 1863 till 1865, and in December, 1868, on the formation 
of Mr. Gladstone's first. Ministry, he was appointed Lord Chancellor for 
Ireland, being the first Roman Catholic who had ever held that office. He 
retired with his party in 1874, but was re-appointed in April, 1880, and hel 
the Great Seal of Ireland until within the last few days. In 1870 he was rais 
to the peerage with the title of Baron O’Bagan. 

Mr. Wirt1am Moorr Jounsox, Q.C., M.P., Solicitor-General for Ireland, 
succeeds the Right Hon, Hugh Law, as Attorney-General. Mr. Johnson 
is the son of the Rev. William Johneon, and was born in 1828. He was 
educated at Trinity College, Dablin, and he was called to the bar in Ireland 
in 1853. He was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1872, and he was Law 
Adviser to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland from 1872 till 1874. He was 
elected M.P. for Mallow in the Liberal interest in April, 1874, qand he 
was shortly afterwards appointed Solicitor-General. 

Mr. Ayprew Manrssatu Portes, Q.0., succeeds Mr. Johnson as Solicitor- 
General for Ireland. Mr. Porter was called to the bar in Ireland in 1860, 
ont be practises on the North-East Circuit. He became a Qaeen’s Counsel 
in 187 


LEGAL MAYORS. 


Mr, Jonn Geoner Laveznce Buiieip, of Glastonbury, has been elected 
Mayor of that h for the fifth time, Mr. Balloid wes admitted @ 
solicitor in 1848, and is one of the borough aldermen. 

Mr. Ronert Gono Rarxe, solicitor and notary, of Ohichester, has been 
elected Mayor of that city for the seventh time. Mr. iy od is we ae | 
registrar of the diocese and archdeaconery of chichester, district pr 
registrar, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes, and lecturer on Reoild+ 
sinstical Law at the Chichester Theological College. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1860, and is in partnership with Mr. William Bennett Barton 
Freeland, clerk to the county magistrates. 

Mt. Wiit1am Suenton, solicitor (of tho firm of Adams, Moberley 
Shenton, & Faithfull), of Winchester and Alresford, has been e 











been 
oputy 
Leold+ 


ed & 
arton 


ves 








Nov. 12, 1881. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Mayor of the Ci of Winchester for the Sere ip. Rhewthe wan 


of tad borg Deacon, sin a : gs ide Bane et ph 


a THomAs Enatwakne, solititor, of Hereford, has been Mayor 
eee Mr. ama een ® Solicitor 
and to the county 


in 1859. He is 
magistrates, 

Mr. Reernatp isbn sliver, of Poo wanage, Bournemouth, and 
Parkstone, has been elected Mayor of the Balen h of Poole for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Aldridge was Caante 8 solicitor in 1867. 

Mr. Joun Leak, salisitor (of aes firm of Leak, Till, & Stephenson), of 
a has been rigeag he. Borengh of Kingston-upon-Hall for 


vate Wt i a eee scaneet a Tine af Wyane-Hesier, & 


), of 8, hh bb tr ia sao of Lewes, has been elected as 
Rx ° 


poy first Mayor of the new! Fe oa f Lewes. Mr, Baxter 
867, dnd he is in 


was admitted a solicitor le i : 
William Hepaikar Banoo, LisD. He is ooruner fo fee ack Bustos black 6 


arriery’ and Gold and Silver Wire Drawers’ Company, solicitor to ha 


He wrighte’ Co m . f 
Stipe uy ‘etowth and he has served the office of under-sheriff o 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
GrorGe CorTrreit gs hecaree Arent Carrer (Cottrell & Carter), 
solicitors, Walsall. Nov. 3 [ Gazette, Nov, 8, 1881.] 


pe ore my 


COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jomnt Stock Companiss. 
Lrmrrep ty oe: 


AwnGro-Amertcay Oatttz Company. Nov 
2, directed to be heard before Chitty, wan Nov 13, "Hlechage and Go, Gioment's t igne, 


. solicitors for the petitioner s 5 aanin 
NDvsTRiaL Bank, Lrwitep.—By an order —_ Cave, J, dated Nov 2, 1t was 
, ? 4 60, Qnedn Victoria ctoria st, solicitors for the 


that the above bank be wound up. Beall and 
x Comrayy.—Pry, J, has an order, dated Aug 
agg meg od bing 








Prnartu, Suuty, yp Barry Raya 
Woodburn 


Wurat ExvizAsgtn, Liatrep.—Oave, J, has, b Ang 37, 17, inted 
Jamés of Coleman st bldgs, to be offi iq aidatcr [@a: ov. 4.1 
Atrrzton AERATED Warzer Company, Lrurrsp, wordaivors tors are on or before 
Dec poet their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Wi aterm, Alfreton, Accountant. Friday, Dec 16, at 11, is appointed for 

heasing aid ealjud cating upon the debts and claims 


Atyw Bank Coat anp Canyzt Company, Liurrep.—Petition for woe As 
Nov 7, directed to be heard before Hall, V.0., on Nov 18. 
Staple inn, agents for Cartwright, Chester, solicitor for the selenite 

Campaiay Minine Comrayy, Limitep.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 3, 
directed to be heard before Hall, V.C., on Nov 18. Linklater and Co, Walbrook, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

G. H. Froop & meres Lu«rtgp,—Petition for winding up, presented Noy 1, directed 
e the peltioners & Fry, J, on Noy 18. Clarke and Oo, Lingoln’s inn fields, solicitors 

or oners 

Pu HEMICAL WORE, Lrrren. yGniion are mired, on or before Dec 6, to 

addresses, culars of thei? 


Seer, 


oon their names and Tae Dee 20, re ri ts ebpainied: for 
ames jueen st. at 
hearing and adjud: a OE ee orn ot. cada, Piste . 
Paypne ees ert MPANY, Limitep.—Petition for winding u 
be heard bef before Hall, V.0., on Nov 18, Gibney, 
po for the BA K.. 


Watrckvsca AND ELLesMeRne BayxisG Comeayy, Lrurtep,—OCreditors are ired, 
on or before Dec 5, to send their names and ad and the ee their 
debts and claims to Samuel A pe Baal Deco 12 at 12, is a for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and Gazette, Nov, 8.] 

County pean or LANCASTER. 
Unurmitep om Onancery. 
rere ne Bsewserir Burupine Soorsry.—Petition for eg 
w 5, Breeted 16 re beat bates Reitows, F V.0., on Nov 14 at 21, Men. 
1's ioe joote and Edgar, Manchester, solicitors for the eo « 


Biacesvern avy Drerarct er tong aca Soormty.—By an order eee by Ph, 
3 he Node be 


presented 
usen st pl, 


Tice Chanealice, dated Tussdey veg it wae 0 "% wonve up, 

an cou appoint Henry etts 8 es 

Sheen, orth John st, 1 hewen’ Age Bip, liquidators. yy Ler peli or 
itioners ov 


Frrenpiy Sooreties Dissotvep. 
Doxs ov Beavyort Lopes Opp PaLowy Farsypix Socity, Odd Fellows’ Hall, 
Fishponds, Stapleton, Gloucester, Nov 4 [ Gagette, Noy 8.] 








At the Stack and Share Auction Company's sale, held on the 4th inst., at 
Crown-court-buildings, Old Broad-street, the following were amongst the prices 
obtained pees 509g Rag 0 rg bem] £2 rally paid, 20s, ; Confederate 
States of Amarin Do Det ona, 1 dele ; Indian, ston, and 
Sandhurst ine, £1 here, s, 6d; cota! I Asphalt ae Ordi- 
rile Shares, 17s. ; Didcot, Newbury, and nhampvee , £2 

ai Fey se Gort, P nce Shares, 3 Al play favy 

8 ate Coffee Cseeear, 2 shares, meer 

a $1 bg ‘aeons Southern Mysore Gold Mine, aa 108. ; 

Rio Mine ares, 263; Groat Western Railway, 133}; Min, 1 sare Bead: 
ing Deferred, 1 dol. premium. On the 8th inst, the ‘following were 

prices onal I Stendord Fin Insurance, £10 shares, £2 10s ma, | a 

ag du Ry preference s meres £4 Lie. 3d; Yetwith 

Lead Mine bee £1 ery a Contral Wynaad Gold Mine Shares, 

Lome. and arene fi Company, £25 8 
shares, 118 Taverne Company, £ 
Deferred, } dol. ~ poral Oonsols, 


h Bs; Oaddent bi Rat, ae 
Oaleds ea dh pelone. 


nian’ Rails, and Confederate Delle Dollar Bonds were dealt 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 


TRANSFER OF CAUSES. 
The several causes and MTastios Chie te thy Vice-Chencefler Sit James 
to be transfe from Mr. Justice fod” ch aro ng tome 


Bacon, and the onunig At orth in tip pesond al rang 80 
f th I sy to 
: Tacs Ray. toy be ie ad chee pee Weeks 

ir ° 


First SoOHnEDULE. 


A 5 any "Tost a oe M 3,152 


ne re Werderman’s Biotic Lighi Potent BES 
The Great Western Ry Oo v The = 1880 G 1,904 
In re the Western District Bank Id & 
Herring vy The Erie Ry Co 1879 H 04, 
Herring v The ErieRy Co 1880 H 43 
Oarroway v Briscomb 1880 C 2,821 
Snowden y. Richardson 1880 8 0,885 
Taylor y. Feel 1879 T 63 
Mapkintosh vy, Chambers 1880 My 1,685 
Coates v. The London W 18809 GO 2,200 ? 
vi 
In re Hall, deod, Wemooge » aualth 1888 H 4406 
The Monarch Investment Building Sadiety v Pease 1880 M 2,949 
Whitfield v New Quay Logal Board, Gopnwall 1879 W 471 
Smith v The Staffordshire Ry Co 1880 8 0,880 
Carpenter v Stevens 1880 S 3,749 
Griffiths v The Silicate Paint Co 1881 @ 168 
In re Peath haugh, deed, Bailey v Featherstonhangh 1881 F 1,511 
In re Harrowsmith, decd, Clayton v 1881 H 1,056 
Herring v The Erie ByCo 1881 H 387 
Grawshay v Orawshay 1881 © 1,104 
Parker v Turner 1881 P 1,206 
In re Glen, Cook y Doncaster 1886 G 0,360 
In re Medoalf, Clifford y Morrison 1880 M 0,556 
Leaver v Bath 1880 L 806 
Bradley ¥ Tindall 1879 B 63 
Hextall vy Harvey 1881 H 1,547 
In re Walker, decd, Anderson v Pickard 1880 
In re Russell, decd, "Ragsell v Ohell 1881 R 680 
May v Thomson 1881 M 1,192 
Clarke v Fox 1881 O 927 
Butler vy Butler 1881 B 2,604 
The Indemnity Fire Office limd y Consing 1880 I 1,331 
Bowen v Fraser 1880 B 0,887 
The Snowden Slate Quarries Go lima ¥ Griffith 1879 8 570 
Buss v Richardson 1881 B 1,073 
Wilson v Lavin 1881 W 1.187 
Bartram v Garbutt 1880 B 61,710 
Prowse v Marks 1881 P 1,050 
In re Trobridge, decd, Cooper v Pethick 1881 T 390 
Wooler v The North Kastern Ry Co 1881 W 112 
Walker v Cooke 1880. W 3,315 
Macon v Kimber 1879 M 107 
The New London and Brazilian Bank y Brocklebank 1881 N 204 
Press v Reeve 1881 P 640 
Grey v Burn 1881 G@ 489 
Marsh vy Ghambers 1881 M 2,637 
In re Taylor, decd, Jones v Edwards 1880 T 867 
Thomas y Foster 1880 Tf 0,140 
Bird y Johns 1880 B 4,671 
Watts v Milburn 1881 W 1,525 
Jennings v Mason 1881 J 603 
Shirley vy Fisher 1881 S 2,025 
Ransome vy Graham 1880 R 2,049 
Leech v Graham 
Kirkham v Peel 
Foster v Harrison 
Walter y Head 1881 W 2,346 
Attorney-' v Gaskell 





W 01,231 


Hoff v Hoff isst H 2731 

Be Scuevu.e. 
Denman v Cri 1880 
Drum Slate Censhes Oo a ae ary D 158 


Tomkins v Martin 1880 67 
Verminck v Edwards 1879 V 
sera v Bates 1881 H a 
v Bates 188] 26 
sail Coline 188 550 


Bradbary 
es a v Duke of coteed 1890 M 60 
Richardson ¥ Local Board of Broadstairs 1881 R S69 
Pellas v Gerli 1880 P Road sein hae 
Robaris ¥ Mayor, &c., of cunesia 6 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. a 7 ¥. O. Bacom. V. O. Hatt, 
Monday, Nov........¢.. 14 Mr. Ward Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
MUO cc kicecbirtasees 16 Pemberton Cobby Teesdale 
Wednesday.....ecessseee 16 Ward ackson Farrer 
Cy,  Bree | Pemberton Cobby Teesdale 
TERY crscccceceneccce 10 Ward Jackson Farrer 
eee | Pemberton Cobby Teesdale 
Mr. — Mr. tine Mr. Justice 
RY. AY, HITTY. 
Monday, Nov.......00.. 14 Mr. King Mr. Latham Mr. Clowes 
Tuesd 15 Merivale Leach Koe 
Wednesday... 16 King Latham Clowes 
Thursday ... 17 Merivale Leach Koe 
Friday King Latbam Clowes 
na PPE Perris | Merivale Leach 0e 








We have seen (says the Albany Law Journal) that it has been judicially 
decided that an Indian and a Negro look so much alike that a person of 
ordinary discrimination cannot Tisti inguish their likenesses by a casual 
| race The same doctrine is now held in respect to the heads of a bull- 

og and a terrier. In Read v, Richardson, the plaintiffs and the defendants 
were bottlers of beer for export. The plaintiffs’ label consisted of a bull- 
dog’s head on a black ground surrounded by a circular band on which were 
the words, ‘*Read Brothers, London. The Bull-dog Bottling.” The 
defendants’ label represented a rough terrier’s head on a black ground sur- 
rounded by a red circular band on which were the words ‘‘ Celebrated 
Terrier Bottling, E. Richardson.” The plaintiffs’ beer was well known in the 
colonies as the ‘‘ Dog’s Head” beer, and they alleged that the defendants, 
by oreerting So ontein colonies beer with the terrier’s head label, led to 
their beer ng substituted and taken for the plaintiffs’ beer. Held 
(reversing the decision of Jessel, M.R.), that the plaintiffs were entitled to 
an inécrim injunction restraining the continuance of the terrier’s head in the 
label on the bottles of beer exported to such colonies by the defendants. 
Jessel, M.R., had observed below: ‘‘I should certainly never have taken 
one of these dogs’ heads for the other, and I do not think anybody else 
would, With the exception of the one witness I have mentioned, nobody 
says he would. It is a very different animal. Of course they are both 
dogs and dogs’ heads, but I think there the resemblance stops. They 
are ny coloured: one is yellow and white and the other 
is brown and tan. They are a very different kind of dog, remark- 
ably different. This bull-dog’s head is a most emphatic bull dog’s head, 
whereas the terrier is a remarkably mild species of terrier, and by no means 
so acute as a terrier generally is, They are very different animals in- 
deed ; in fact, the terrier looks something like a cat. It is a very mild 
specimen, The dogs too have different collars on. I do not think that 
ordinary people who cannot read, who are generally pretty observant, 
would take one of these for the other.” But the stress of the case on the 
appeal was placed on the fact that the colonists called the beer ‘‘ Dog’s 
Head,” without distinguishing the breed, and it was held that the bull-dog 
— chek should have a monopoly of the whole dog kingdom in respect to 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

Nov. 15.—Messre, Curnnocx, Gatswortuy, & Cutwnock, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., Leasehold Chambers (see advertisements, Oct. 22, p. 3). , 

Nov. 15,—Mersrs. DepenHam, Tewson, Farmer, & BRIDGEWATER, at the 
a < : ™ Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see advertisements, this 

Nov 16—Meesre. Epwin Fox & Bovsriexp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Shares and Leasehold Property (see advertisement, Oct. 29, p. 4). 

Nov 17.—Messrs. Bean, Bunnetr, & ExpRiper, at Winchester, at 3 for 5 p.m. 

_ (see advertisement, this week, p. 18). 

Nov 18.—Mesere. FareBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Freebold and Leasehold Properties (sce advertisements, this week, p. 18). 





DEATH. 
SHERRATT.—Nov, 3, at 17, Lancaster-street, Hyde Park, Frank Warren Sherratt, 
solicitor, 21, Abchurch-lane, second eon of .W. Sherratt (Sherratt & Sons, 
eolicitors and notaries, Birkenhead), aged 22. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Farpar, Nov 4, 1881. 
- be the sem Fy Act, 1869, 
reditors must forward their of debts to the Registrar. 
To teed m3 mf London. 
Gestomm, William, Devonshire st, Mile End,Corn Factor. Pet Oct 17. Hazlitt. Nov 


—, ge Camberwell New rd, Lambeth, Auctioneer. Pet Noy2; Brougham. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


8 
Atwood, William, Kimberley, Nottingham, Cottage Farmer. f , peed, 
Nottingham, Nov 15 at 3 ad ; alae anit ix 





Ellery, John, Plympton St Mary, Devon, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 8. Edmonds. East 
Gucdbous, Rov i Z 


at 12 
Leighfield, Nae 3 a Somad Bast, Wootton Basset, Wilts, Brewers. Pet Oct 31, 
Townsend. on, Nov 
Sadler, Reginald Hayes, Richmond, York, Lieutenant, 19th Regiment. Pet Oct 29,. . 
See Tomes Rison Pinsiian. Pes Oot 90, Jef? Northallerton, Nov 18 at 11 
r, Thomas, Ripon, si a . Jefferson. 
Spencer, Thomas Arthur, Manchester, Fancy Stationer. Pet Oct 31. Lister. Manches- 


ter, Nov 28 at 12 
Spencer, et Bishop’s Itchington, nr Leamington, Warwick, Farmer. Pet Nov1, 
Campbell. arwick, 
Lister. Manches- 


» Nov 16 at 11 
Stevens, Richard, Rusholme, nr Manchester, Builder. Pet Oct 31. 
ter, Nov 21 at 12 





Tvuxspay, Nov. 8, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Richens, Edwin, Hackney rd, out of business. Pet July 28. Pep: 


Wooster, Henry, Billingsgate Market, Fish Dealer, Pet Nov 4. 


. Nov 23 at 11 
epys. Nov 23 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Brown, Frederick Seth, The Quadrant, Richmond, Tailor. 
Wandsworth, Nov 25 at 11 
Jeffreys, Thomas, Llandyssul, Cardigan. Pet Nov3. Lloyd. Carmarthen, Nov 21 at 12 
Roberts, Robert, Tritby, Hope, Flint, Farmer. Pet Nov 4. Vaughan- Williams. 
Wrexham, Nov 2] at 12 
— William, Durham, Retired Excise Officer. Pet Nov 5. Marshall, Durham, 
ov 22 at 11 


Pet Nov 1. Willoughby. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpay, Nov. 4, 1881. 


Allison, Adam Stainsby, Stockton-on-Tees, Shop Assistant. Nov 14 at 11 at 67, Mor- 
ton rd, Middlesborongh 

Anderson, Ralph John, Sunderland, Plumber. Nov 15 at 3 at offices of Crow, jun, West 
Sunniside, Sunderland 

Ash, Joseph Robert, oo rd, Lower Norwood, Builder. Nov 26 at 11 at offices of 
Swan, Camberwell New rd 

Ashmore, Oliver, Heeley, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Nov 14 at 12 at office of Auty 
and Son, Queen st, Sheffield 

Ashton, William John, Newington, York, Smack Owner. Nov 17 at 12 at office of Stead 
and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Atkins, William Henry, Oldbury, Worcester, Matchet Maker. Nov 17 at 11 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Birmingham. Shakespeare, Oldbury 

Bamford, John, Blackwell, Derby, out of business, Nov 22 at 12 at George Hotel, 
Alfreton. Wilson and Bone, Alfreton 

Barnes, James Wyndham, Edenham st, Westbourne Park,Grocer. Nov 23 at 3 at office 
of MacArthur and Son, Jobn st, Bedford row ‘ 

Barnes, Thomas, Gt College st, Camden Town, Coffee house Proprietor. Nov 16 at 3 at 
offices of Wynne-Baxter and Rance, Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon 

Baum, Noe Meyer, Regent st, Bullion Dealer. Nov 18 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Pollard, Coleman st 

Bell, James Mackenzie, Commercial st, Whitechapel, Cork Merchant. Nov 21 at 2 at 
offices of Jennings and Sons, Leadenhall st 

Benson, James Levett, Beeston hill, Leeds, Dispenser. Nov 17 at 11 at offices of New- 
son, South Parade, 

Billington, John, Dalton in Furness, Lancaster, Iron Ore Miner. Nov 17 at 2 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston, Coward, Ulverston 

Botten, Luke, Tunbridge Wells, Builder. Nov 14 at 2 at the Camden Hotel, Tunbridge 
Wells. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Bower, Charlotte, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Nov 15 at 4 at offices of 
Binney and Co, Queen st chmbrs, Sheffield 

Boyce, Charles, Storks rd, Bermondsey, Grocer. Nov 14 at 3 at offices of Cattlin, Worm- 
wood st, Old Broad st 

Brangwin, George Thomas, Albany st, Regent’s Park, Builder. Nov 14 at 12 at the Inns 
of Court Hotel. Bartlett, Bedford st, Covent garden 

Brayshay, Arthur Edwin, Ivegate, Bradford, York, Refreshment Contractor. Nov 18 
at 3 at offices of Pullan, Albion st, Leeds 

Brewer, John Leonard, Heavitree, Devon, Tailor. Nov 16 at 11 at offices of Andrews, 
Bedford-circus, Exeter. Brown, Exeter 

Brown, Richard, and Duncan Redford, Old Kent rd, Builders. Nov 17 at 3 at Kennans 
Hotel, Crown crt, Cheapside. Lovett and Co, King William st 

Butler, James, Holbeck, Taods, Grocer. Nov 16 at 1 at offices of Rook and Midgley, 
White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Butt, Frank, Dartford, Kent, Beer Retailer. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of Armstrong, Broad 


crt, Covent-garden 
Calloway, William, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, Labourer. Novy 21 at 3 at offices of 
Needham and Co, York st, Manchester 
Canter, Joseph, Houndsditch, Wholesale Jeweller. Nov 23 at 2 at Grand Hotel, Bir- 
ingham. Pittman, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 
st, Liverpool. Mather, Liverpool 
minster, Bristol, Butter Dealer- Nov 14 at 2 at offices of Clifton 
Chamberlain, William, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Shoe Maker. 
Cooke, William Michael, Eve, Northampton, Water Manufacturer. 
Nov 15 at 3 at 
offices of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley hill 
Crocker, Edward Ezekiel, City rd, Stationer. 
Nov 16 at 2 at offices of Silvester 
and Son, we asaya sf 
Dickinson, Robert Cousens, King’s rd, South Hornse , Retired Naval Officer. Nov 19 
at 1 at Magon’s Tavern, Basinghall st 
Ellis, Tom, Ellacombe, 
kenzie and Hext, Fleet st, Torquay 
Farrar, Frederick, Salford, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Nov 17 at 3 at offices enson, 
Ward’s bldgs, Mancheste : 98g — 
Furniss, John Wi Shadwell, nr Leeds, Farmer, Nov 17 at 3 at offices of Granger 
Bank st,iecds . 


ming! 
Carruthers, Hugh, Liverpool, Grocer. Noy 1S at offices of Rouse and Price, North John 
Caseley, George, Bed: 
and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 
Nov 21 at3 at offices of 
Brakenridge, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn. Allsup, Waltham Abbey 
- Noy 16 at 12 
at offices of Bristow, Market pl, Peterborough. Gaches, Peterboroug! 
Corbett, Elizabeth, Wordsley Green, Kingswinford, Stafford, Saddler. 
Cressall, Arthur, Glengarry rd, East Dulwich, Commission Agent. Nov 14 at 10 at 188, 
Camberwell rd. King, Cheapside 
Nov 21 at 12 at offices of Richardson, 
Broad st bldngs 
Crust, John, Gorton-on-the-Wolds, York, Farmer, 
Dickinson, George Thompson, me page ey e, Tobacco Manufacturer. Nov 23 
at 12at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. ite, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Duckett, Godfrey Lloyd, Liverpool, Shop Assistant. Nov 16 at 12 at offices of Paynter, 
Cable st, Liverpool 
Torquay, Devon, Fish Dealer. Nov 17 at 12 at offices of Mac- 
Evans, John Da Cow e, Glamor; Grocer. Nov 21 at 11 at offices of 
Leas ge, ‘gan, Rees, 
iter 
Frater, Robert, South Shields, Draper. Nov 14 at 2 at offices of Aitchison, Collingwood 
at, Mey old 
’ 
Gil, Willan: Robert, 8 D Maker. offices of Southcott, 
1am. eaton, Devon, Shoe . Nov 17 atil at of 
Post Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter 
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Griffiths, James, and Lot Griffiths, Pembroke Dock, Shoe Makers. Nov 17 at 12 at 2, 

Water oreaed, Wi Pembroke Dock. Stokes, Tenby 

Gee are nr Bolton, Compositor. Nov 15 at 10 at offices of 
orang, Wrold old ay Bolu 
verpool, out of business. Nov 17 at 2 at offices of Culshaw, Lord 
a iare 

sauce ° ogee York, Contractor. Nov 14 at 3 at offices of Burton, Wood st, 
ey ae Nov 16 at 2 at offices of Beaton and Adcock, 
‘odgson, a, Bie > Caled e st, Milliner, ‘Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Chatfield, Conduit st, 
Regent st. eo Conduit st 
oy Long Suton Long Sutton, Lincoln, Bookseller. Nov 16 at.11 at offices of 
Smith, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Tin Plate Manu- 
|. Hotel, Cardiff. Corbett and Corbett, Cardiff 


terer. Nov 17 at 3 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, 

H ate ones Grenville, Ventor, Isle of Bada en Stationer. Nov 16 at 2 at offices of 
$s,0 and dermanbury. Hooper, N: 

Howkins, Jobn, en Leicester, Ceules, Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Hincks, 


Hughes, Jo! "Eecin Lancaster, Tallow Chandler, Nov 18 at 12 at offices of Paynter, 


ester, 


Cable st, Liverpool 
Humphreys, Owen, New Brighton, Chester, Builder. Nov 16 at 2 at offices of Francis, 
Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
—— fenry, Unwell, Cambridge, Wheelwright. Nov 17 at 12 at offices of Webber, 
“— J h, Flint, Hotel Keeper. Nov 24 at 12 at the Green Dragon Hotel, Chester. 
Williams, 


—_ ool Llangollen, Denbigh, Grocer. Nov 17 at 10 at Bank bidgs, Llangollen, 
Richards, Llangollen 
Jones, Roger, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 16 at 12 at offices of Lovett, Duke 
st, Cardiff. r, Pontypridd 
Keddle, Frederick, Skenfrit ae, i Licensed Victualler. Nov 22 at 10 at offices 
of Minett and Piddocke, St Mary st, Ross 
Lane, William, Cirencesier, Gloucester, Edge Tool Maker. Nov 15 at 11 at offices of 
Jackson, George st, Gloucester 
Levy, Robert, Walworth rd, Potato Saleeman. Nov 22 at3 at offises of Foreman and 
Co, Gresham st, Cannon, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 
Lovelock, Lo ig Alpha pl, Caledonian rd, Cabinet Maker. Nov 12 at 10.30at the Castle 
amberwe 
Measing. S Charles,Totterdown, Somerset, Grocer.; Nov 21 at 2 at offices of Hobbs, Clare 
ristol 
J 
Marchant, James, Crowtnest. Surrey, Farmer. Nov 18 at 2 at offices of Pearless aad 


Beeching, Tunbridge W 
Mealor, Joseph, Rock Ferry, Chester, Butcher. Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Bleakley and 
Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
Miles, Robert James Falconer, Torquay, of no occupation. Nov 24 at 11 at offices of 
Lindop Fleet st, Torquay 
emg J ohn, St Ann’s rd, Stepney, Baker. Nov 17 at 2 at offices of Lockyer. Gresham 


bldgs 

_ , Daniel, Nelson, Glamorgan, Draper. Nov 15 at 2 at offices of Parsons, High st, 

tol. Beckengham, Bristol 

Newbold, Nathan, senr, Joseph Newbould, and Robinson Newbould, Bradford, Wheel- 
wrights. Nov 16 at 11 at offices of Beverley and Freeman, Hustler te, Bradford 

Nunn, Henry Frederick, Gt Warley, Essex, Grocer. Nov 15 at1 at offices of Postans 
and Landons, New Broad st 

Olding, Robert John Read, Southampton, Draper. Nov 17 at 12 at Guildhall Tavern. 
King st, Cheapside. Kilbcy, Southampton 

= Joseph, Borough, High st, Auctioneer, Nov 21 at 2 at offices of Mote, Wal- 
broo 

Pearce, Austin John, Swan, Gloucester, Farmer. Nov 17 at 2 at offices of Ward, 
Albion chmbrs, Bristo 

Pearce. Edw: e,  meittind. York, Bookseller. Nov 13 at 3 at offices of Stamford 
and Hines, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Peers, Joseph, Mancaester, Photographers Assistant. Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Ram- 
well and Co, Ridgefield, lanchester 

Philpot, Charles, St Martins-gate, Worcester, Tobacconist. Nov 17 at 11 at offices of 
Tree and aa High st, Worcester 

Pinder, J' upon-Hull, Fruit Merchant. Nov 16 at 3 at office of Locking, 
Temple bldgs, » ikinanion epee tall, Hearfield, Hull 

ey amuel, Lowestoft, Smackowner. Nov 14 at 3 at offices of Seago and Son, High 


westoft 

porte, Th Thomas Walter, ~ eas Stationer. Nov 14 at 11 at office of Pigeon, Guildhall 
chbrs, Broad st, Bristo 

Price. aan | aga hill, eens Grocer. Nov 17 at 3 at offices of Cowl, South John 


at, Live 
. illiam Richard, Tooley st, Southwark, ae Nov 12 at 1 at office of Schol- 


Roberts, 
field, King st, Cheapside. Martin, London wall 

Rushforth, Joseph, and John Thornton Bradford, Ironfounders. Nov 15 at 11 at office 
of Terry "and ~ ae st, Bradfo: 

— Stephen, Widbrook, Bradford-on-Avon, Farmer. Nov 17 at 12 at Cross Keys 

otel, e > — ee f Bradford-on-Avon 

sills, J eingh nano Shoeing Smith. Nov 21 at 12 at office of Black, Low pave- 
meni 

simmons Toe, oe A B eg J Weed, Accountant. Nov 17 at 12 at Mullen’s 
Hote! onger lane, bey, O pside 

Sinneck, William, Tanhelage ' Wells, ee mag General House Decorator. Nov 14 at 4 at 
offices of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 
Smith, George ao , Nottingham, Barman. Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Cranch, Poultry 


arcade, otting 
sili Stephen, Halifax, Painter. Nov 15 at 3 at Creditors’ Association, Southgate, 


Bpybey, » Ni Nov 21 at 11 at Assembly Rooms, 

w pavement, N ¢ham rtin and Son, Nottingham 

Peed William John, ightown, Manchester, Chartered Accountant. Nov 17 at3 at 
offices of Evans, St ’schmbrs, Albert sq, Manchester 

Stanway, William Read, Smethcote, Hadnall, Salop, Farmer, Nov17 at 11 at Offices of 
Morris and Son, Swan. hill, Shrewsbury 

Stone, Edwin, Chippenbam ter, Harrow rd, Furniture Dealer. Nov 17 at 11 at offices of 


Wood, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Such, Henry Cull, Stratford-on-Avon, Shoe Maker. Nov 16 at 11,30 at Seven Stars Inn, 
Stratford-on-Avon. Warden, Stratford-on-Avon 

Summerfield, Samuel, Great Warford, Chester, Farmer, Nov 15 at 12 at offices of Kill- 
mister, Brunswick 8! ld 

Sumners, John Henry, sewthy 5 oe out * business, Nov 18 at 2.30 at Crown 
Inn, Bo Deacon and eterboroug 

Thomas, Peter, Trausdir, elena Mor 18 at - at Norton Arms Hotel, Knighton. 

Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Morris 


Nov 21 at 3 at 


‘ham, Tobacconist, 


liam, » Coffee House Keeper. 
— — Swan hill, § webu 


erton, York, Farmer. Nov18 at 3 at PELE ORT 
rah, Mor Tydfil, Glamo Boot Dealer, Nov 23 at 12.at offices of Mor 
wind Us, Viototla at Mettayr yal” 


Vv ‘ames i gat Old Kent Nov 14 
fics of Pi, Wa Wharf, rd, Barge Owner, Nov at Sat 


White, J . Sesmane ema: Tottenham, Builder. Mov Shah 12 of eae of ay 


Wormwood st, Old Broad Worm 
isebart, Isaac, ines ah, Sao Saw ees Nov 23 at 3a t offices of Modcalf, 


ao ct, Old Broad st 
Tvuxspay, Nov. 8, 1881. 


Aieteid, fentes Ouse, Sretinanly Heenin Milliner. Nov 29 at 11 at offices of Etty, 
verpoo! 
B. Robert H General Dealer. 0 

> Slanone or, eee Nov 25 at 10 at Dover pl, Church 


mages, Sas rge, aged re wr Builder. Nov 21 at 2 at the Hind Hotel, 


gborough. el borough 

Beal, , Thomas ‘idwin, Grays inn Furniture Dealer. Nov 17 at 3 at offices of 

Desichasp Th cee eet reac Builder. Mg 23 County 

c mi ‘ov foot ak dy «a 

Bes' Court Ok sown hall, Brent sroodb wae 3 

r, Hu ov Zl at Hae en pg ae and 

Gc, Huddersfield “é 

Dottie, Henry stomata, , Pertenhall, Bedford, Farmer. Nov 23 at 11.30 at offices of 

- ry, 

Bradle: ee eee Printer. Nov 17 at 3 at offices of Mills and Bibby, 
Retate bi Huddersfield ae 

eee Joh n Robert, Halifax, Music Seller. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of Philbrick and 

Corpe, A rr, Halifax 

Brooke, Charles Will ronmonger. Dec 2 at 2at the Midland 
Hotel, New st, Birmingham. omg dg bg atoning” 

Brown, Thomas Alfred. ree, Hertford, Farmer. Nov 23 at 2 at offices of Arm- 
strong, Fore st, Hertford 

Budden, Frederick Alston, Bridport, Dorset, Grocer’s Assistant. Nov 21 at 12.30 at 


cllees of Gundry, Downe st, Bridport. Lock, Dorchester 
Bullough, Noe Se Pa aoe Shear Gee Blagkburn, Book Keeper. Nov 22 at 3 at offices 


of Bro 
Carter, Charles fon , Wallingford, Oxford, Farmer. Nov 26 at 3 at Oxford 
Wallingford. § e, Wallingford _— 


Cartwrig 1 a » Worcester, Boot and Shoe Maker. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of 
Clifton Thomas, So i Se In, Haberdasher. Nov 22 at 11 at offices of Rodgers, 
m, Thomas, So co) ov at 
Northgate, New Sleaford 
Coe, George, Wolverhampton, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of 
Wilcox, orth st, Wolverhampton 
Cooper, Francis Blades, jun., York, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of Dileock 
oney st, Lor 
Cornaiien, a, Beran "adage pl, Blackheath. Nov 17 at2 at offices of Collings, Buck. 


Cane Baward - Manufacturer. office Cogs- 
3 Nov 30 at 2 at 

well and < Corp, Anyi - MTreaticio Seon ne Crown wa sq, South _ 
Crosthwaite, Coca, Farmer. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of 


Piand Winthrg Egmont peg "Shepherd's bush, Builder, Nov 18 at 3 at office of Freeman 
in 


‘ord row 
a i Builder. Nov 256 at3 at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. 
Ran: instein, 

Donnellan, James ong rhe Heeley, Sheffield, Builder. Nov 21 at 3 at offices of the 
Incorporated Law Society, “Aldine court, Sheffield. Watson and Barker, Sheffield 
i ania Edwin, Oxford, Tobacconist. Nov 29 at 12 at offices of Ward, Broad st, 

xfor 
Dee John, York, Tailor. Nov 22 at 11 at offices of Shaftoe, Bland’s ct, Coney st, 


eaaae Tnmnenne Gorpy, Bride pitews. Be Denmat, Grocer. Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Gundry, 
Downe st, B: a, sae 

ag anys tall, Stafford: onlin Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Alcock, Newcastle 
st, Burslem 

art Frederick William, Reading, Upholsterer. Nov 22 at 3 at offices of Beale, London 


t, Reading 
nil, Dison, Onenexten, Gener Nov 24 at 12 at offices of Allanson, Bron Seiont, 


Carnarvon 
Emmerson, Robert Charles Owen, Brentford, Lighterman. Nov 28 at 3 at the Incor- 
rated Law Society, Chancery lane. Woodbridge and Sons, Clifford’s inn 


po 
Endersby, David, Cambridge, Grocer. Nov 22 at 11 at offices of Ellis and Co, Alexander 


st, Pett; Curry, Cambridge 
2 eymour, Sheowubary, Tailor. Nov 24 at 2 at 6, Lincoln’s inn. Nutsey, 
hrewsbury 
Evans, John, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 24 at 4 at offices of James and Co, 
Canon st, Aberdare 


Evenden, Henry, St Martin’s ct, Leicester sq, Licensed Victualler. Nov 17 at 11 at 
Haxell’s Royal Exeter Hotel, Strand. Johnson, St Martin’s 

Fairbanks Frederick, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 16at 11 at offices of Ashmall, 
Albion st, Hanley 

Felmingham, hoor, ag Looking Glass Manufacturer. Nov 21 at 3 at offices 


of Stevenson, Sonee Cross, 
, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 17 at 11 at offices of Brown 

count, Buxton 

, Widow, and John Fisher, York, Farmers. Nov 18 at 10.30 at offices of 

quire lane, Bri gton 

Le » Claines, Worcester, Florist. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of Beauchamp, San- 

orcester 

Fowler, os Li Lancaster, General Dra Nov 24 at 11 at 16, Winckley 
Preston. iteside, Preston sa * sie 

Garbutt, Thomas, Darlin, , Durham, Land Agent. Nov 23 at 3 at 11 at offices of 
Wooler, Priestgate, Darli 

Godbolt, Charles, and Hiram Godbolt, Brentwood, Essex, Builders. Nov 17 at 11 at 
‘Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Crick and Freeman, Maldon 

Goodrick, James, Byker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Nov 16 at 2 at offices of 
Aitchison, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

— a: Broadheath, Worcester, Farmer. Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Hill, Pierpoint 
st, 

Grecneway, John, Penquite, Cornwall, Farmer. Nov 18 at 1 at offices of Walhs, Market 


Gutteridge, rem hey Tanner's Maat, Lert Qn aoe Nov 23 at 1 at offices of 
elen’s sq, York 
Hinckoty Alfed, Liverpool, out of business Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Queich, Dale st, 


Mee Cees Beetnt Carpenter. Novy 22 at 10.30 at offices of Garrold, Widemarsh st, 


Heref 

—— % Waites Baiper?” Builder. Nov 22 at 3 at the Lion Hotel, Bridge-street, 
per. r, Be 

Heath, J st, Southwark, Carman. Nov 23 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, 

G st. nig a, Southwark, 


Nov 24 at 12;30 at the Rose and Crown 





H bary. 

Holmes, Robert John, Cowick, near York, Gardener. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of 
Lodge, Townhall chmbs, King st, 

Horvaroht, Henry as, Werte pote. Nov 17 at3 at the Royal Hotel, South 

Howes, James, Queen's ° Nov 90 fat 3 at High) Holborn, 
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Hughes, Charles Henry, Mold, Flint, Painter. Nov 21 at 2 at the Queen Hotel, Chester. 
gy ee] aio Out of Business. Nov 18 at 3 at offices of 


Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 22 at 
Rosser, enon ida 


‘item, 
Lincoln’s inn fields. 
‘ames David Thomas, 
2 at at offices of Collins, Broad - Bristol. 


Jones, John William, Liangefelach, Glamorgan, Labourer. 
Swansea 

, Stafford, Fruiterer. Nov 10 at 11 at offices of Ashmall, 

Alfred, ee, Durham, Innkeeper. Nov 26 at 12 at offices of Dix, Welling- 


Thomas, Fisher 
osiah, 

pap & st, Hanley 

ton chambers, Ga 


teshead 
a Henry, New North rd, Hoxton, Grocer. Nov 16 at 3 at offices of Kingdon, 
Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, 
Latimer, John, Hanslope, Buckingham, Farmer. Nov 18 at 11 at offices of Andrews, 


saameee lane, Cheapside 
Lando, Louis, Stockton-on-Tees, Glazier. 
oe beamed aes 


Market , Northam: 


Leyland, T omas, Boothstown, Worsley, Lancaster, Grocer. i 21 at 11 at offices of 
Smith and Sykes, Mancheste 
Nov 21 ¢ at 12 at offices of Chittock 


Whitt, King st. Manchester, 
Lincoln, Robert, Stoke Holy Cross, Norfolk, Builder. 
and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 
Martin, Horace, Maidstone, Grocer. 

Co, Maidstone 


Massey, William, Hurdsfield, Macclesfield, Wheelwright. 
Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 
Noy 24 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, 


McEvoy, Peter, Liverpool, Contractor. 
South John st, Liverpeol. Whitley and Co, Liverpool 

Miller, Thomas, Sunderland, Gun Maker. 
Sunniside, Sunderland 

Milne, Margaret Sim, Ikley, York, Schoolmistress. 
Albion st, Leeds. Fawcett, Otley 


Moir, Alexander Mitchell, Lancaster rd, Belsige Park, Gent. 
Charchill, ‘Clement's inn, Stran 
Nov 24 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, 


Creditors’ Association, Arthur st, East. 

Mitchell, John, Huddersfield, Oil Merchant. 
Buxtou rd, Huddersfield 

Morton, John Maccabe, at eee Journalist. 
Snowball and Co, Liverpool 

Munro. Kenneth, Lupus st, Pimlico, Cheesemonger. 
and Co, Queen Victoria st 


Myers, Horace, noe. gu al cama Gent. Nov 17 at 12 at offices of Coe, Imperial 
Enfetlond, Tailor.J{Nov 11 at 2{fat offices of Lawson, Villiers st, 


——. Lud; 
Newton, John, 
Sunderland 


Norden, Richard James, Gt Peter st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler. 


at offices of Norman, Gt Marlborot ugh st, Regent st 
Nottingham, Robert, Dunnington, York, Farmer. 
Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Hull. Laverack, Hull 


Parkes, Isaiah, Brierley Hill. Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 


Addison, High st, Brierley Hill 


Paul, Thomas, Shepton Beauchamp, Somerset, Carpenter. 


Paull, Court Barton, Ilminster 


Payne, Charles Henry, Kettering, Northampton, Architect. 


Rawlings and Son, Market st, Kettering 

Pearce, Henry me, e, Mile End rd, pion Victualler. 
Tavern, Basin st. Ricketts 

Phelp, William 
Finch, Borough High st. Southwark 


Pierce, Robert, Birkbeck rd, Acton, out of business. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of Emanuel 


and Simmons, Finsbury circus 


Piggins, Samuel, Middle st, Old Brompton, Licensed ae 


Head Hotel, High st, Rochester. Shakespear, Newgate st 

Pinkney, Joseph, Hunmanby, York, Saddler. Nov 18 at 
Hotel, York. Appleyard, Scarborough 

Redney, John Fodon, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. 
ster and Styring, Hartshead, *Sheffiel d 


Rigby, William Halsall, Erdington, Warwick, Commercial Traveller. 


offices of Francis, Moor st, Birmingham 


Robinson, Thomas, Kirk! ington, Notting?.am, Licensed Victualler. 
Midland ero Mansfield. Pratt and Hodgkinsons, Newark 
Nov 21 at 12 at offices of Conquest and Clare, 


Rose, Frederick, Bedford, Fishmonger. 
Duke st, Bedford 

Rowles, R Richard, Runcorn, moe, Licensed Victualler. 
High st, Runcorn. Linaker, Runcorn 


Rovse, Frederick, Manchester, Hat Manufacturer. Nov 29 at 3 at offices of Hankinson, 


Queen’s chmbrs, John Dale st, Manchester 
me oe Thomas, Nantwich, Chester, Seedsman. 
Vantwic 
Smith, John Thomas, Landport, Hants, Harness Maker. 
Walker and Wainscot, Commercial rd, Landport 
Smith, William, Leeds, Fruiterer. 
row, Leeds 


Snowden, Wilfred Christopher, Wolverhampton, Upholsterer. Nov 265 at 11 at offices 


of Brevitt, King st, Wolverhampton 


Nov 21 at 12 at 6, Arthur st, Bast. 


Nov 21 at 11 at offices of Crow, jun, West 
Nov 21 at 2 at the Law Institution, 


Nov 21 at 3 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. 


Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Wright 


Noy 18 at 3 at Law Society’s Hall, 


rey, Southwark st, Commission Agent. 


Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Web- 


Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Lodge and Rhodes, Park 


Spinks, tee Ravi 
Dashwood 


Stone, Ed 

Nov 21 at 3 at offices of 

a ty A Joh 

est Co 

poms, Richard st, ‘Dashans 

Titers Poole, 
Townsend, Henry, 


Keane and 
Tuck, Willlars "Gonce 


y, Linh 


Walker, Jabez, Rie 


wank ern, 
Monckton and 


Nov 23 at 3 at offices of 


wen and st, Swansea 


Bank st, Sheffiel 
st, Leicester 


Weeks, Hiram 
st, Bristol. 


Nov 30 at 3 at offices of | Whittin ngham, Henry, 


uantons estry Howse 


New st, Ossett 


New st, Osse 


Amen alley, Derby 
Nov 23 at 11 


Wyatt, William, 
Nov 15 at 3-30 at offices of 


Cardiff, Glamo 
a Word t and Son, 
White, Henry Hugh, Tre Mh vow Grocer. Novy 21 at 11 at King’s Arms Hotel, — : 
Dalton rd, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 
» Richmond st, City rd, Printer. 
Christchurch passage, New; 
lliams, William, Seabright st, Bethnal Gn rd, 
ig Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 
Wilson, Arthur, Ossett, nr Wakefield, Rag Merchant. 


Winder, John, Thomas Winder, and 8 
Noy 23 at 2at Royal Hotel, by Lik 
Wood, William, Ashbourne, Derby. 


Wootten, Frederick John, Richmond, York, Hotel Keeper, 
Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington . anal 

» Gloucester, Cow’ ov 17 at 12 at offices of K 

and Parsons, Russell st, Strand — iad 


p etlen ees See | Stationer, Nov 26 at 11 at 

Broad st. 

Steele, — totes ap tenn, Grocer. 
Grog eae Stockton-on-Tees 


tae ggg ea Priory, Maidstone. 
8 ie Wi atchmaker. Novy 21 12 Phillips 
trang, amea wae Ov 21 at at offices of 


Longton, Staff Beerhouse Keeper, Nov 22 at 11 at offices 
on, inten tat #¢ 


Horton ra, ao 
Nov 19 at 11.30 at offiges of Thomas, 4 
. Nov 28 at @ at the 


Durham, Grocer. Noy 21 at 11 at offices of Ohi 


William, Uiyeraton, Lancaster, Builder. Nov 22 at 11 at the Temperance E 
le verston 
st, inn lg? Cab rr ore Nov 22 at 2 at offices of 


inton, near Bournemo 
24 at 3.15at the Royal Bath Hotel, Bournemouth. 
Varcoe, John, Stephenson-by-Saltash, C 
offices of Square and Co, — of Hertford, 
kmanswo: 
Gresham st. Rowell, ‘Rickinane 
Samuel. Swangea, Cabinet Maker. Nov 1 16 at 11 at offices of Hartland and Coy 


wall, Marker harp, Chua 


chambers, Pr 
Grocer. — at the Guildhall | 


Ward, John, Bhetield, Corn Dealer. Noy 23at 12 at offices of Mercer and Alderson, © 
Warner, John, Leicester, Painter. Novy 21 at 12 at offices of Hunter and Curtis, Halford ~ 


mean, Mi Milliner. Nov 23 at 12 at the Grand Hotel, Broad 


| Nov 82 at 2 at offees of Robin- 
1 Aes Nov 16 at 2 at offices of © 
Nov 16 at 2 at offices of Burton, 


Wilson, James, a near Wakefield, Bookkeeper. Nov 16 at 4 at offices of Burton, 


en Winder, cong: Leustole, Syne 
nsdale. Gregg, K irkby 
Licensed Victualler. Nov 18 ab 8 at offices of Briggs, 


Nov 19 at 11 at offices of 





mae career TTT 





Nov 23 at 11 at offices of 
Nov 23 at 12 at offices of 


Nov 18 at 3 at Mason’s Hall | Current Toptos 


Nov 21 at 3 at offices of 


VEYANCING ACTeosesceees 
LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR 
Reviews + seseere 
CORRESPONDENCE 
Casks or THE WEEK— 

Emden v. Carte.. 

Coltman v. Coltman 


Nov 10 at 3 at King’s 
3 at Abbot’s North-Eastern 


Nov 16 at 12 at 
Dec 2 at 2.30 at 


Stevens v. Morson «... 
Warner v. Mosses 
In re The Ca) 


Earl De La Warr v 


we seesbectesece 
ImpurcatTion oF Contract THAT Goons 
SoLp SHALL BE OF THE VENDOR'S 
OWN MANUFACTURE.. ée 
THE Pracricat Erreor or THE Cor- 


eoesesees 


sees eeeoeeee 


Schjott v. Schjott ...... Secbesecesds 


Breton Company .. 
Mi 


CONTENTS. 


17 Forrestier v. Buddicombe . 


ae In re Bonner (deceased) ; Pucker | ¥. 

Howell ¥. Met, District Railway Co 

Cass BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRAR .. 


ef eeoe 


COURT PAPBRS 62... ceccecccscccccece 
Lonpow Gazurrus, &C., &0...00.se008 


SSSesssesy ee eee 











Nov 28 at 3 at Bank chmbrs, 
Nov 22 at 2 at offices of Lasle, | the writer. 


Nov 21 at 11 at offices of : 
cations, 





Notices To CORRESPONDENTS.—.Al/ communications intended for publicat 
in the SouicttoRs’ JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 


on 


T he Editor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected communi- 


*,* The Publisher requests that early application should be made by persons 
desirous of obtaining back numbers of the SoLicitoRs’ JougNaL, as only a 
number of copies remain on hand, 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps better in all climates, and is fuur times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenn 

Cocoatina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibi 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 38. 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 
and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 


H. SCHWEITZER & CO, 10, Adam-street, London, W.C 


Certo PREFERBMENT WANTED.— 
J Private patrons, interested in the legitimate sale, by 
treaty, of oivarecns, presentations, &c., in 44 
-recommended cl should refer to 
PRIVATE PATRONS’ GAZETTE, ogee by Mr. 
EMER = Associate Institute 
F.B.G.8. free for six oS . — Address, 
Masons W. Ba Emery Szazk, 23, iysy Thy 





THE ORIGINAL 
HEDOZONE. 


|A PURE, &PABKLING, BEFRESHING BEVE- 
RAGE, TONIC, AND NON-ALCOHOLIC. 
RECOMMENDED BY THE HIGHEST MEDICAL AUTHORITY, 


N.B.—Where any difficulty arises in obtaining the 
ORIGINAL ee a sample case containing Six 
| ge half-bottles will be sent, carriage paid, on receipt 

f 36s. 


PAOKHAM & OO. (LIMITED), CROYDON. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE » BES - MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporati Lond don, & 





ion of 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRAKS’ SOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








HONORS, FINAL, INTERMEDIATE, AND 
Lee EXAMINATIONS OF THE 


M 


mentarics,” ‘‘ Aids to the Final,” ‘ Aids the Inter- 
mediate,” &c., &c., peepee gentlemen for pate Examine. 
tions in class and by means of corres 
aS on application to 35, South 


[N. 3. Two the six prizemen at 
Mewinstien a ihes gnats a Mr. Gta Gibson. me Out of OF ont 


up Fang pa Final year 62 passed at their first at- 
17 taking Honours.] 
ss OAL ae 
Oren. —No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, 
EN nee, GREEN, Advestenwens Pete 


to direct the attention of the 
to the oaveuagee of his pec gor atone a 


thirty years, the s 
notioes, Ba. “sad berolty potiatta 
* London aes 
ge bem Resralied Orgy 
| ' " 


| 
R "ALBERT GIBSON, Solicitor (Honors), 
Author of a ‘‘ Complete Guide to er got Com- 


heilat 
¥ one 








N.B. One copy of maverierbent ony 
strictest care and promptitud 

forms for advertisement at sani 
kept. By appointment. 

PROSSER 


e and Shell Fish 
REMOVED to 4, 
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